KEITH 


Refused jobs 
because 
they were 


WHITE 


(See back page) 


Cause of the hi-jacking 


With the recent hi-jacking of the TWA air- 
liner, as with other similar international inci- 
dents, we should not allow our horror at the 
plight of the victims to sidetrack us from a 
sober analysis of the roots of the trouble. 

The roots, where practically every Middle 
Eastern crisis is concerned, lie in the Jewish 
occupation of the land of Palestine, the sub- 
sequent aggressive expansion of Israel at the 
expense of her neighbours, and the wholesale 

subservience to Israeli interests of the United 
States Government and, albeit to a slightly 
lesser extent, of the governments of the other 
major Western powers. 

As part of its aim to dominate the Middle 
Eastern region, Israel wants its Northern 
neighbour Lebanon to have a government 
thoroughly compliant to its demands, and it 
was for this purpose that the Israeli invasion 
and subsequent rape of Lebanon occurred. 
Among those offering the stoutest resistance 
to this invasion were the Shi-ite Muslims, and 
a large number of them were captured by the 
Israelis and put into captivity. It was in 
demand for their release that the hi-jacking of 
the American airliner and the holding as 
hostages of some of the passengers was 
carried out. 

The hi-jackers evidently believed that the 
US Government exerted so much influence 
with the Government of Israel that it would be 


-has any knowledge of, 
‘advertised. 


require such alteration to be made. 


‘Spearhead. 
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THE HI-JACKED PLANE 


American subservience to Israel lies at the root of the trouble 


_able to persuade the Israelis to release their 


Shi-ite captives. In this belief they had got 
things somewhat the wrong way round; it is 
not the Americans that pull the strings behind 
Israel but the Israelis and their kinfolk across 
the Atlantic who pull the strings behind 
America. The United States today is, in efft 
ect, Israel’s largest colony. 

As this is a matter in which events. move 
very quickly, any comments we may make on 
the probable outcome of the latest hi-jacking 
affair are likely to be out of date by the time 
this issue of Spearhead reaches its readers. 
What we can say with certainty, and as a very 
general comment on the unstable Middle 
Eastern situation, is that none of this would 
have happened had the United States not 
thrown its weight behind Israel in every phase 
of the conflict between that nation and its 
Middle Eastern neighbours, and were 
America not currently subsidising the Israeli 
economy to the tune of $3.4 billion a year, 
$1.4 billion of which goes on military hard- 
ware. In the light of these facts, it is under- 
standable that militant Arabs should feel 


inclined to wreak vengeance upon Americans 
for the suffering of their region at the hands of 
the Jews. An interesting sidelight to this is the 
reported fact that, although some of the 
hostages detained by the hi-jackers were 
fairly quickly released, those thought 
because of their names to be Jewish were not. 

Just what accounts for the subservience of 
the supposedly most powerful nation in the 
world to the Israeli bandit state is a study 
truly vast in its scope, but some clue might be 
provided in the fact that Jewish tycoons are in 
complete control, not only of the ‘American’ 
film industry, but also of America’s three 
national TV networks, and that Jews provide . 
more than 50 per-cent of the annual funds 
collected by the Democratic Party and as 
much as 25 per-cent of those collected by its 
Republican rival. In effect, no presidential 
candidate in the US stands a chance of being’ 
elected if he fails to kow-tow to God’s 
‘Chosen’. 

These are the underlying realities giving 
rise to the trouble in the Middle East, of which 
the recent hi-jacking was merely the latest 


symptom. 


Who profits from 
privatisation? 
We have always regarded with deep sus- 


picion the ‘privatisation’ policy of the present 
Government. Always picked for privatisation 


_are those state enterprises that are functioning 


well and making a profit. Surely if they are 
functioning well and making a profit that is 
the strongest possible argument for leaving 
them as they are. There is certainly a case for 
trasferring inefficient public concerns to 
private hands but almost no case for doing so 
with efficent ones. What the Government is in 
effect doing by privatising these is handing 
away enterprises that belong to the nation and 
are making good money for the nation. Why. 
does it do so? | 

There is also the fact that when state con- 
cerns are put up for sale to the highest bidders 


' there is a strong danger that the bidders in 


question will be foreign. Already far too 
much of British industry is in foreign hands; 


wey risk more being taken over by foreign- 
ers? 

Already Jaguar Motors’ which is one of the 
few bright spots in a generally gloomy picture 
for British motor manufacturing and has been 
serving the nation very well as a publicly 
owned company, is earmarked for privat- 
isation and as such may well cease any longer 
to be British. Now it is known that in the 
longer term the Government intends the 
whole of British Leyland, of which Jaguar is a 
part, to be privatised. This should be cause for 
alarm. 

In a report appearing in The Daily Mail on 
June 18th it was stated that ever closer links 
are being forged between British Leyland and 
the Japanese firm Honda, and it was predicted 
that when eventually. BL is privatised ‘‘the 
only logical bidder may be Honda.’’ 


If this should happen it will mean that the ` 


last remaining British-owned company 
among the four major motor manufacturers in 
this country will pass over to foreign control 
along with the others — Ford and Vauxhall 
belonging to American parent companies and 
Talbot (formerly Rootes) being part of the 
' Peugeot combine with control residing in 
France. 

Yet it is reported that Government minis- 
ters positively welcome the “increasingly 
close tie up between Leyland and Honda. 

All the established parties have looked 
favourably on the increasing foreign take- 
over of British industry but none as much as 
the Tories, who have always claimed to be the 
party of ‘patriotism’. 

Not entirely without relevance to this dev- 
elopment was a little story which came from 
Labour MP Harriet Harman. Miss Harman 
apparently did a little survey of her own rec- 
ently in the House of Commons car park and 
found that out of the 235 cars she counted no 
less than 104 were of foreign manufacture. 
“*MPs,’’ she said, “‘should set an example 
and buy British. Our car workers deserve a 
vote of confidence from British ig aaa 
arians.’ 

We do not often have cause to agree with 
Harriet Harman but this is one occasion on 
which we do. Apparently, Miss Harman 
found that in the matter of buying foreign 
models Tory MPs were by far the worst cul- 
prits. 
` Which does not cause us any surprise. 


Thatcher and the immigrants 


In the run up to the General Election of 
1979 Mrs. Thatcher adopted a wholly dis- 
honest stance before the British public on the 
question of immigration, giving the impress- 
ion that she intended to get a firm grip of the 
immigrant problem and drastically reduce the 
number coming into Britain, whereas in fact 
she had no intention of doing any such thing. 
The spoof worked: large numbers of people 
who had been voting Nationalist during the 
middle 1970s and had threatened to do so 
again switched their allegiance to the Tories. 
Mrs. Thatcher got in by a substantial majority 
and the Nationalist vote went well down. 

Now it looks as if the Prime Minister is 
trying to play the same game again, having in 


the intervening period refrained from making 
any strong statements on immigration and, to” 


the contrary, going head over heels to woo the 
immigrant vote. In January of this year she 
appeared on the Jimmy ee radio pro- 


MRS. THATCHER 
Still trying to fool the people about 
immigration 


gramme and said: ‘‘We cannot go on taking 
people at the rate of 40,000 to 50,000 a year. 
It just can’t go on.”’ 

Coming from anyone else, that might be a 
fair statement. Coming from the Prime Min- 
ister of Britain who has been presiding over 
the nation’s affairs for the past 6 years, it was 
something of an extraordinary assertion. If 


anyone has been in a position to prevent it 


‘going on’’ taking in these immigrants it was 
Mrs. Thatcher. Yet here we have her saying 
that we could not “‘go on’’ doing so — as if 


the matter had been entirely outside her con- 


trol and the fault of someone else! 

But what Mrs. Thatcher was in fact admit- 
ting was that the promises that she had made 
to control immigration — promises that had 
played a large part in winning her a General 
Election — had not been kept. We were still 
taking in a quantity of immigrants that we 
could not absorb, despite her previous assur- 
ances that this would be stopped. 

In the meantime the’entirely false impress- 
ion is being created by the Tory press that the 
rate of increase in the coloured population of 


this country is actually going down. One 


report inThe Daily Telegraph last month was 
typical. It was. headed ‘‘Britain-admits fewer 
immigrants.’’ Yet when the small print was 
read it was reveealed that the total entering 
this country in the year up to March 1985 was 
51,000. This figure was announced as being 
SA 000 fewer than in the previous year. Big 
deal! 

‘Quite apart from the question of whether 


this represents any significant reduction, 


there is the matter of the immigrant birthrate. 
We can be absolutely sure that at the pace at 


‘which the West Indian and Asian commun- 


ities are breeding this very tiny reduction in 
the numbers of new arrivals on plane and on 


boat is far outweighed by the i increase in new 


afrivals in the maternity wards up. and down 
the country. In effect, Britain’s coloured pop- 
ulation increased during 1984/85. 
tantially more than it increased in 1983/84. 
Finally, bearing in mind that, on the ad- 
mission of the Tory press, people are still 
entering Britain’s airports and seaports at the 


crate of 50,000 a year, how seriously are we to 
take the assertion of Britain’s Prime Minister 


that ‘‘it just can’t go on’’? If it can’t go on, 


subs- 


Mrs. Thatcher, then the nation has a right to 
look to you to stop it. When are you going to 
do so? 

Police ‘priorities’ 

The Metropolitan Police, biggest of the 
nation’s police forces, is hard up and must — 
make some financial cuts. So said Comm- 
issioner Sir Kenneth Newman in a statement 
last month. According to Sir Kenneth, 3,000 
more men are in fact needed to keep pace 
with London’s colossal rise in crime, but 
instead of this expansion he: would have to 
make cuts amounting to £25 million. 

‘There are,” he said, ‘‘clear signs already 
that demand has outstripped our capacity to 
supply a comprehensive service and we have - 
been forced to concentrate on particular prior- 
ities.”’ 

That the Commissioner is thinking of con- 
centrating on “‘priorities’’ is interesting and 
begs the question: what priorities? We ask 
this because of an experience of our Editor at 
about the same time as the need for police cuts 
was announced. He was visited one afternoon. 
by two Inspectors who proclaimed them- 
selves as belonging to Scotland Yard’s ‘Com- 
munity Relations’ Branch. One of the Ins- 
pectors grilled him for about 2 hours with an 
extensive range of questions concerning his 
responsibility for various newspaper and 
magazine articles which apparently had not 
been well received by certain members of 
Britain’s racial minorities. This Inspector 
employed throughout a booming tone of 
voice reminiscent of some grand inquisitor 
and might have led our Editor to think the 
Inspector presumed him deaf had he not been 
well aware that the purpose of the voice was 
to intimidate him. Meanwhile the other Ins- 
pector took copious notes of everything said. 
What the outcome of this interrogation will be 
we do not yet know but what we do know is 
that the two police officers were in our 
Editor’s neighbourhood for at least 21⁄2 hours, 
having first called on him half an hour prev- 
iously and found him out. Add to this the time 
taken travelling by car from Scotland Yard 
and back again — in both cases at Inspector’s 
rates of pay — plus of course the cost of the 
petrol and the use of a police car for more than 


half a day (apparently police vehicles are on 


the list of things to be cut) and you have a 
pretty expensive allocation of police time and 


‘resources. This was remarked upon by our 


Editor to the two gentlemen during the visit. 

At a time, he said, when police cannot keep 
up with the horrific increase in muggings, 

rapes, robberies and murders because of a 
strain on manpower and resources, it is con-" 
sidered appropriate to dispatch two officers to 
waste an afternoon of the nation’s time on 

such a ridiculous errand as this one. ‘‘Prior- 

ities’’ indeed! 

This scandalous squandering of public 
money has apparently been duplicated in 
similar visits to colleagues of our Editor, at 
similar expense and taking up similar time. 

So now all you elderly ladies who might 
have the misfortune in the future to get mug- - 
ged and beaten up, if you think that the police 
are a long time getting to the scene of the 
crime remember that somè of them may at 


that very moment have more important things 


to do — like interviewing editors of public- 
ations sometimes lacking in deference to 
members of Britain’s immigrant community! 
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THE BRITISH SICKNESS IN 


BRUSSELS 


JOHN TYNDALL looks into the roots of the recent football tragedy 


IT WAS BOUND eventually to happen. The 
escalating pattern of football hooliganism 
was certain at some point to culminate in a 
major catastrophe involving death on a large 
scale. All that was needed was that the usual 
yobbish behaviour of a section of fans was 
augmented by some tragic freak of fate, such 
as the breaking of a crowd barrier. And so it 
proved in Brussels on May 29th, when Liver- 
pool met the Italian club Juventus in the 
final of the European Cup Winners’ Cup. 
Since Brussels, politicians the world over, 
professional and amateur, have had a field day 


in the way of recriminations, and, predictably, . 
we have had some utterly absurd theories - 


canvassed as to the source of the trouble. Of 
course numerous factors did contribute to 


this particular disaster which are supplement- 


ary to the main root cause. The breaking of 


the barrier, which has been mentioned, was a- 
product of an old and run down stadium in 


no way suited to a match of this importance. 
Insufficient thoroughness was shown in the 


segregating of the supporters of the respective 
sides. The handling of the riot by the Belgian — 
police, when it occurred, was woefully inept. 


The easy availability of alcohol everywhere 
undoubtedly contributed to the unstable 
- state of mind of many of the fans involved. 


It is my opinion that, while the behaviour. 4 


of the Liverpool supporters was inexcusable 


“in any circumstances, not nearly enough has. 


been made of the blatantly provocative 
actions of a small section among Juventus 


fans, who clearly came to the match bent on - 
bringing with them a large and 


trouble, 
insulting banner written in English and, in 
one case demonstrated before all the world’s 
TV viewers, | 
evidence that the incident that sparked off 


© -the charge across the terraces by Liverpool 


-supporters was the vicious kicking by Italian 


fans of a very young Liverpudlian when he 
-was lying on the ground. The absence of any 


police, here and elsewhere during the trouble, 


~ prompts the question: just what were the 


young lad’s friends supposed to do — stand 


: - and watch him prees further kicked Foy | 


to death? ii 


“RIDICULOUS SLUR 


~ Quite the most preposterous ce of all. 


was. that certain political. groups. were. in 
some way sinisterly implicated. The British 
National Party and the National Front have 


ae ~ been mentioned in this regard. It is certainly 


true that the latter organisation. very stupidly 
provided a gift to the media-smear merchants. 
~ when it published i in its moronic kindergarten | 
-_ magazine Bulldog a ‘Racist League’ table in 
which it allocated top scores to the football 


clubs whose supporters were most vociferous. 
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fire-arms. There seems ample 


NOT ALL ON ONE SIDE 
This picture shows an Italian supporter 
ye: to club a Liverpool fan 


in Ee abuse at coloured players — a- 


juvenile. pursuit that is wholly counter- 


productive to the cause of racial nationalism. 


Nevertheless; the idea that either the NF or 


‘the BNP could have whipped up the violence 


in Brussels, or indeed had any profit in doing 


-so, belongs only to the warped minds of 


leader writers of the Daily Mirror and Daily 


Star, who featured such allegations on their 
front pages. Trust these poisonous scribblers 
to seize eagerly on the opportunity to make’ 
political capital out of a grave human oe 


One media: story widely circulated: i 


support of this theory. of political evolve 
: ment was the story told by Mr John Smith, 
Chairman of Liverpool FC. From his facial 
expression | and tone of voice employed on 
TV when speaking on the subject, Mr Smith - 


obviously does not like nationalist political 
groups. Perhaps this explains the working of 


his memory with regard to the incident of 


hich h ke, According to Mr Smith, he.. 
NHERE APO GAR AE: - that were the-real culprits for the catastrophe | 


was: just about to board the Liverpool team 


coach when leaving: the stadium when-he was . 
“approached by 6 young men who represented 
themselves as National Front supporters and 
who boasted with pleasure of e, caused 


. “Meetings” 


the riot and the resulting deaths. Mr Smith, 
by his own account, did not stop to argue 
with them, as their manner was threatening 
and he feared for his own safety! 

So far no-one has come forward to bear 
witness to this scene, which seems a little 
surprising. One would presume that if the 
Liverpool club Chairman was making to board 
his team’s coach the team itself would be 
somewhere in the near vicinity, either on the 
coach already or about to board it also — 11 
young men plus reserves, all in the prime of 
life, all top class athletes and all in the peak 
of physical condition, and of course all angry 
at the outcome of the evening’s events. 
Would their Chairman really fear for his 
safety against 6-yobbos with them in close 
proximity? And indeed would that number 
of yobbos be likely to present themselves 
there in the first place and speak as he 


alleges they did? It all seems a little far 


fetched, but of course no-one in the media 
sought to question the tale; it just fitted 


-- comfortably in with their search for scape- 


goats for the disaster. 


PANIC REACTION 


What followed was fairly predictable to 
those of us familiar with the mental processes 
of politicians, journalists and the heads of 
large ‘establishment’ institutions such as the 
world’s major sporting bodies. The pretence 
had to be made that something ‘decisive’ was 
being done. There was a flurry of pious 
statements in which Mrs Thatcher, not- 


‘unexpectedly, forced herself very early on to 


the forefront of the platform. “Full reports” 
of the proceedings were being demanded. 
with the chiefs of British and 
world football. were taking place. Fresh 
assertions were made of the need for tougher 


_punishments for those causing disorder at 


football matches — as if the Brussels riot was 
some kind of new and unique revelation of the 
problem! Then of course the process began 
of grim-faced football officials presiding over 
top level meetings convened in ‘order to 
determine a ae inhi hi considered apt to 
the occasion. 

The punishment, wien. it came, was savage: 
and wholly misdirected. Not only Liverpool 
but. all English (though not other British) — 


football clubs were barred indefinitely from. 


playing matches abroad. Thus was the blame, 


‘not uncharacteristically, shifted from.those ` 


people and the institutions spawning them. 


and onto football clubs, their players and 
the vast mass of their peaceful and orderly 


supporters —~ as well as the broader, mass of 


“Con m on next page: 


CHELSEA have been knocked off the top of 
the Racist League! Chelsea supporters have 
been the most racist in the land for years but 
now they have a real battle on if they want 
to get back to the top. | 
_ But it’s not their arch-rivals, Leeds United, 
who have deposed them from the top spot. 
No, the new leaders in the Racist League are 
Newcastle United whose loyal supporters are 
becoming notorious for their pro-British and 
pro-White views. 
Leeds United stay in second place while 


1. NEWCASTLE UNITED 


2. LEEDS UNITED 


3. CHELSEA 


4. WEST HAM 


5. GLASGOW RANGERS 


RACIST LEAGUE — TOP 10 


Chelsea drop to third position. But Blues 
fans are still the most racist in London, stay- 
ing ahead of West Ham in fourth position 
and Millwall in nineth. 

Rangers fans are easily the most patriotic 
supporters in Scotland. They are the only 
‘Scottish team in the top ten. While Coleraine 
keep the edge on Linfield as the most 
patriotic in Northern Ireland. 

Second Division Portsmouth are promoted 
into the top ten of the Racist League, while 
First Division Norwich are relegated. 


“SS 


6. COLERAINE 


7. PORTSMOUTH 


- 8. LINFIELD 


9. MILLWALL 


10. BIRMINGHAM CITY 


i -OWN GOAL! 

This moronic piece from the National Front paper Bulldog played into the hands of the 

media propagandists. Nevertheless, despite it there is no evidence of Nationalist involve- 
ment in the Brussels catastrophe 


the ordinary British people which derives 


healthy enjoyment from following their’ 


fortunes around the world. So typical is it 
of the system under which we live in these 
times that.established authority, impotent in 
dealing with the real culprits and causes of 
lawlessness, strikes a posture of phoney 
‘resolution’ and penalises great numbers of 
ordinary folk who are merely its victims. It 
‘is the panic reaction of a rattled establish- 
ment that has lost its grip and simply floats 
with the tide of momentary hysteria instead 
of keeping its head and grappling with the 
real problems at the root of the trouble. 

It is perfectly understandable that in the 
aftermath of Brussels there should be a 
climate of outraged emotion, but mere 
emotion is no basis on which to diagnose how 
that disaster occurred and formulate policies 
to prevent it occurring again. Such a diagnosis 
and solution, if we are really serious about 
them, take us into realms far removed from 


current argument about court punishments, | 


drink laws, policing and other surface ques- 


tions which merely deal with the symptoms | 


of the evil. We have to take a deep look into 
the kind of society that has evolved out of 
our ‘liberal’ and ‘democratic’ institutions 
and the kind of citizen that, in increasing 
numbers, is coming to represent that society’s 
product. 


BOQZING RABBLE 


I have said earlier that excessive blame for 
the Brussels riot has been placed on the Liver- 
pool side, and that a portion of the-Italian 
contingent present has got off exceedingly 


. lightly considering its share in causing the 


trouble. But none of this alters the fact that 
large numbers of British. football followers 
went to Belgium in a frame of mind which 
totally excluded any awareness that they 
were ambassadors for their country and, as 
such, ought to behave with dignity and 
restraint. From the moment they got on the 
boat to Ostend many of them were boozing 
almost non-stop. It is a poor commentary 
upon them that we have to demand that 
alcohol should be removed from their reach. 
In bygone days, just as now, continental 
drink laws made alcoholic beverages readily 
available during day and night to any British 
visitors who wanted them, but only rarely 
did we see drunken behaviour of the kind 
that is regular in our time. A disciplined and 
responsible citizen regulates his own intake 
of drink; it should not have to be regylated 
for him — and this rule applies with extra 
special force when he is a representative of 
his nation abroad and his behaviour is liable 
to reflect on his countrymen as a whole. 


NATIONAL PRIDE 


I well remember my own feelings when, 
as a young national serviceman, I was posted 
to Germany and arrived there on New Year’s 
Eve of 1952/53. From boyhood I had 
harboured an intense national pride, and it 
was elementary to me that in this foreign 
country I should take care to act at all times 
as a good ambassador for my own. It revolted 
me when I saw my fellow British servicemen 
fail to observe the same rule, and later, when 


‘Thad a little rank, I would quickly intervene 


in any such circumstances. The occasions 
were happily fairly rare, however; the young 
fellows of that generation came from a 
society not so far advanced along the road to 
decadence as the one of today, although the 
process had already begun; and, where the 
type did manifest itself, Army discipline 
usually was sufficient to set it along the 
straight and narrow before it got out of hand. 
I remember then, however, thinking that were 
all my fellows imbued with my nationalistic 
and patriotic outlook they would take even: 
more care not ever to let Britain down. 


THE RIGHT UPBRINGING 


In a sane and healthy social order the 
young British male would, almost as soon as 
he could walk, grow up in an atmosphere in ' 
which two vital ingredients were constantly 
present: firstly, the promotion everywhere 
by his parents, educators, sportsmasters, 
youth leaders, churchmen and, not least, 
politicians and the mass media of pride in 
nation and race — to the point at which, 
when he grew to an age when he could go 
about the world on his own, it would be . 
inconceivable to him to behave in a way 
which would reflect badly on his country 
and people; secondly, the influence of 
discipline — both corporate and personal, 
with the second being as. important as the 
first. Were the whole .youth of Britain 
moulded in this way, the response to situa- 


tions of provocation would be an orderly 


response and not the response of rabble. 
Verbal abuse, which is the form that most 
provocation takes on these occasions, would 
be greeted contemptuously with the proverb- 
ial ‘nose in the air’, while incidents of 
physical intimidation, while they could not 
go ignored, would certainly not be responded 
to with the kind of ‘overkiH’ that occurred 
on the Brussels terraces. It would indeed be 
far better and more conducive to good order 
and safety if the great: bulk of British young 
manhood was trained to the standards of 
physical competence, as well as discipline, of, 
for instance, the Royal Paratroop Regiment — 
for in that case when they journeyed overseas 
in groups for whatever purpose, few people 
would ever want to provoke them in any 
shape or form in the first place! 

But this is not, largely, the kind of young 
population our society is producing. The 
very fine young manhood which proved its 
mettle in the Falklands War is, unhappily, an 
untypical minority. Our educational estab- 
lishments are simply turning out legions of 
bored, unruly slobs, without leadership they 
can respect, either at national level or at the 
level of their own communities. No-one 
offers them an example that they may be 
inspired to follow. Every influence around 
them is ‘anti-authority’, and this is com- 
pounded by the fact that ‘authority’, where 
it does reveal itself, is insipid and wet, 
exerting itself in pursuit of the wrong ideals. 
and goals-and in defence of what easily can 
be seen as the wrong interests. 


Cont. overleaf. 
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THE BRITISH SICKNESS 


IN BRUSSELS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


The healthy red-blooded, young male, 
= when he is growing up and just beginning to 
feel his manhood, does not want to hear 
lectures from schoolteachers and clergymen 
on the virtues of pacifism and the necessity 
for a national and racial guilt complex. It is 
against his instincts to be preached at to the 
effect that force and violence are always in 
themselves wrong, for those instincts recog- 
nise — even if the ‘educators’ do not — that 
the world he has been born to live in is a 
place shaped throughout its history by force 
and violence and that those two factors rule 
events today no less than in the past. It 
should be the task of the leaders of youth 
simply to counsel against force and violence 
being employed stupidly and in pursuit of 
unworthy or trivial aims, not to discount 
totally their role in human affairs. , 


CHANNELLING AGGRESSION 


The healthy red-blooded young male has, 
as he has always had, a great fund of aggressive 
energy. A disciplined society, inspired by the 


correct goals, will find a useful outlet for that’ 


aggressive energy. Sometimes fate provides 
such an outlet in the form of war, which the 
leaders of youth should not eschew where it 
is nationally profitable and necessary; where 
that outlet does not exist, there is an ample 
number of substitutes in an environment 
governed by manly values instead of by the 
effeminate values that prevail today. Supple- 
mentary to school life there should be 
participation by all the young in some form 
of national youth organisation, as well as, 
and possibly including, military training. In 
all these fields there should be involvement, 
at least by every male, in highly vigorous and 
combative sports where getting hurt is a 
regular experience. The natural fondness for 
a fight should be tempered only by rules 
which ensure that the fight is even in respect 
of size or of numbers and that the inter- 


vention of a referee is at hand in cases where 
there is a risk of serious and permanent injury. 

When there is no orderly provision of these 
healthy outlets for the aggression of the 
young, a frustration is built up which is 
similar to the water in a kettle left boiling 
and with the lid on. If the kettle is not taken 
off the boil at the right point the pressure 
will burst the lid off and the water will spill 
chaotically in all directions, quite likely 
scalding anyone who happens to be standing 
by. That is an apt metaphor to describe the 
condition of youth in Britain today. With no 
leadership capable, or even desirous, of 


correctly channelling youthful aggression, — 


that aggression erupts destructively and 
mindlessly in ways that damage society 
instead of strengthening society. 

At the root of all is the philosophy of 
‘liberalism’. In the first place the very idea of 
the orderly direction of youth is offensive to 
that philosophy’s belief in the sanctity of 
the ‘free individual’ and the notion that 
that individual must be sovereign — above 
obligation to state, nation, race or community 
— and at liberty to pursue every selfish 
interest and satisfy every selfish whim. The 
outcome of liberalism is the ethos of solipsism, 
which treats every member of society as a 
spoilt child, without responsibility, without 
obligation, and who is to be given everything 
he bawls for as a matter of right. 


THE TRIBAL INSTINCT 


Likewise, liberalism deprecates and under- 
values the element of tribal instinct, the 
natural human craving for identity and the 
urge to play, and sometimes fight, for one’s 
own side. To the liberal spirit the human race 
is all one, with national and ethnic divisions 
being of no importance. This spirit is dinned 
into young people in Britain in every school- 
room and every church. But in the case of 
many it has not dampened but has only 
diverted their search for a form of tribal 
self-expression. In the quest for a fatherland 
and tribe to fight for they come to identify 
fiercely with the football team of their 


preference and to place the partisans of all 
rival football teams in the category of 
‘foreigners’ against whom the tribal honour 
must be defended at all times. . 

What smirks of satisfaction must spread 
over the faces of Britain’s real enemies, 
internal as well as external, as they see young 
football fans of common British stock knock 
hell out of each other while they, the real 
destroyers of our country, remain untouched! 


OFFLOADING THE BLAME 


It is perhaps to be expected that the 
upholders of the old system of society, when 
confronted with the consequences of their 
own misrule, should seek to lay the blame, 
not on themselves and the institutions and 
values which they have defended across the 
decades, but on those who challenge them 
and who advocate an alternative system of 
society. By some weird contortion of 
reasoning and logic, the Brussels tragedy was 
our fault, not theirs! As I said to one TV team 
who interviewed me afterwards in a frantic 
attempt to implicate our party in the disorder, 
in their search for a scapegoat for a catas- 
trophe that is the product of their own 
weakness and ineptitude, they are trying to 
lay the blame on the very people who, if in 
power, would be the most likely to prevent 
that catastrophe happening. Needless to say, 
this statement was edited out of the broad- 
cast version of the interview! 

So the ‘liberal’ world is left squirming 
with the embarrassing consequences of its 
own defects, inadequacies and omissions. 
Of course the punitive measures against 
English football clubs and their law-abiding 
supporters will be just about as effective in 
stopping soccer violence and the similarly 
loutish conduct of Britons in the streets and 
cafes of foreign cities as spitting into the wind. 
But no matter to those in office. It is gestures 
that count in the climate of today. The big 
gesture has now been made, and everyone 
can go back to sleep confident that authority 
has the matter in hand. 

At least for a while. 


THE RELATIVE POSITIONS OF 
NATIONALISM, 1985 


Are policy differences great enough to justify division? 
asks STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 


IT MUST BE OBVIOUS to most British 
Nationalists that the cause of Nationalism 
will only regain its optimum impetus when 
the “factional psychosis” produced by the 
machinations of small-minded men is termi- 
nated by the combined voices of rank-and-file 
Nationalists declaring their collective support 
for leaders who are dedicated to the cause of 
unity. The British National Party, under the 
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leadership of John Tyndall, has expressed an 
unequivocal commitment to processes of 
rapprochement leading to the ultimate 
objective of an effective, united Nationalist 
party. | 
Nationalism was not betrayed by rank- 
and-file Nationalists but by some amongst 
the leadership motivated by the urge for self- 
aggrandisement, who in pursuit of their 


self-perceptions jeopardised the trust, the 
efforts and the selfless sacrifice of committed 
party activists. As the result of this fratricidal 
wound we are now faced with: a rampant and 
confident multi-racial lobby; a defiant and 
demanding ethnic minority community; 
legislation incorporating the racially corrup- 
tive recommendations of Scarman and Swann 

' Contd. on next page 


and a government adept in. prostrating itself 


in abject postures of vacillation before an 
alien genus which is infecting our culture and 
defiling our heritage. This is the real price of 
Nationalist disunity and the stigmata upon 
the brow of those who were responsible 
for factionalising the greatest Nationalist 
revolutionary movement in our nation’s 
post-war history. 

The guilty men have had their names 
expunged as bearers of the banners of 
Nationalism and they have been despatched 
to the squalor of their perversions or their 
Judassaic predilictions. The departure of 
these political inadequates, following the 
“Nationalist diaspora” has left few funda- 
mental differerices of philosophy or policy 
between true Nationalists of the two main 
Nationalist parties. The differences which 
remain are generally cosmetic and are the 
biproducts of plants nurtured in bitterness 
which have yielded such inedible fruit. 


NEED FOR ONE MOVEMENT 


We know in our hearts that there is no 
effective way forward until we harness the 
dedication, skill and will of all Nationalists 
in one great movement to serve the interests 
of our nation and race. The day of unification, 
when it comes, will produce shrieks of woe 
in all the Casbahs from Baghdad to 
Bradford, and there will be howls of “Halal” 
and “Kosher” mortification wherever alien 
minorities mingle. 

Let us forget and forgo the dubious 
pleasure of raking over the embers of pre-war 
‘Nationalism and dividing vicariously into 
Hitlerites and Strasserites and playing the 


parlour game of heroic fantasy. We must, 


however, note and benefit from the errors of 
our Nationalist predecessors as well as being 
inspired by their example, and | am sure that 
_ in the shades of some Nordic Valhalla this 
advice would receive sage approval. | am not 
so naive as to believe in the reconciliation of 
the irreconcilable, but this is not applicable 
in terms of the relationships between 


Nationalist groups. In our cases we are not. 
faced with the sin of pride but the lesser and 
more frustrating sin of obduracy. Those who 


SIMILAR POLICIES 
The National Front policy 
statement (left) and that of 
the British National Party 

(right) 


Political ob,ectives of the 
British National Party 


EUROPE Anp THEE Ec fe 


f Wate SMPOMEd +, p., 
THE BRITISH common, nies st linse 


sweep away the obstructions to unity will be 
those with the greatest commitment to the 
Nationalist cause and who have the percep- 
tion to realise that the things which we have 
in common are greater than the things which 
divide us. 


BRIDGE-BUILDING 


‘In following the pathway to unity it is 
necessary to engage in a process of bridge- 
building by examining sympathetically the 
principles and policies of our estranged fellow 
Nationalists. It is not enough for any faction 
to adjudge themselves blameless for the 
schisms of the past or to believe that they 
are the repository of all true Nationalism. The 
time has come for a close examination of the 
personal ego and perhaps for an appraisal of 
the arrogance of self-certainty. Unity must 
not mean a return to the debilitating wrangl- 
ing and jostling for power through cliques 


and subterfuge which so blighted the move- 


ment in the past. Unity is a recognition of 
the present and a vision of the future within 
the concept that individual interests are 
subordinate to the cause. ' 

It is not the conservation of a self-concept 
but the synthesis of the global ideal within a 
unifying concept which is the salient objective 
of a unified Nationalism. Differences of per- 
ception there will be, along with differences 
of emphasis in terms of policy priorities, 
but the basic, inviolable truth of racial- 
nationalism will never be a subject for 
negotiation. The principle of a Nationalist 
party with a radical Socialist dimension and 
a prime objective of creating a society free 
from class polarisation and speculative 
monopoly capitalism, with its obverse 
reflection of Jewish-inspired international 
Marxism, is a premise which is indisputable 
and sacrosanct. If | appear to project an 
inflexible and uncompromising approach to 
the basic tenets of Nationalism it is’because 
| am confident of their general acceptance 
by all Nationalist groups and because | believe 
that this is the base from which we commence 
our efforts to achieve unity. | would reiterate 
that -Nationalism incorporates within its 
parameters a wide range of opinion but in the 


salient precepts there is no accommodation 


for difference, and these basic precepts, even 


in periods of Nationalist division, are held to 
be true by all parties. These precepts are the 
rock upon which a united party must be built. 


SHARED THINKING 


I stand firmly by the policies and practices 
of the BNP, although | esteem the contri- 
bution made to British Nationalism by other 
parties and particularly by the politically 
oriented elements within the National Front. 
| am free from any resentment of my fellow 
Nationalists in any party, but | feel a deep 
bitterness at the divisions which have allowed 
the cancerous growth of multi-racialism to 
proliferate in our country. | now would wish 
to draw the reader’s attention to the areas of 
“shared thinking” which seem to exist 
between the British National Party and the 
National Front. 

John Tyndall recently wrote a definitive 
article upon the principles central to BNP 
thinking. He effectively, in my opinion, 
debunked all the allegories, terminological 
inexactitudes and slanders by those who have 
a vested interest in the perpetuation of 
division. The article, which appeared in the 
February issue of Spearhead was entitled: 
“No, We Are Not On The Right!” and it 
covered the full spectrum of Nationalist 
consensus politics and also included an attack 
upon the failure of Tory economic policies 
and the confrontational internationalism of 
the political Left. The significance and 
political importance of the article can only 
be judged when appraising the article in its 
entirety, but it effectively states the case for 
an integration of Nationalist thinking and a 
mutuality of Nationalist purpose. | select 
from this article the following quotation, 
not because of its superior relevance within 
the context of the article, but because it en- 
capsulates within it a common denominator 
of traditional Nationalist thinking expressed 
in the language of today: — 


“We believe that this evidence over- 
whelmingly vindicates our contention, as 
Nationalists, that the benefits accruing from 
private ownership and control of wealth can 
only be realised when that ownership is 
subject to certain firm conditions and when 
that control is limited and operates within 
certain guidelines laid down by government 
for the national good. We believe, in other 
words, that private forces within the 
economy should be the servants of national 
policy and not its masters. This is in harmony 
with our belief that the sovereignty of the 
nation as exercised through its government 
must have ultimate priority over the sover- 
eignty of individual owners of property or 
business. Tory philosophy finds it impossible 
to accept this. 

We would introduce national controls 
over trade, over investments, over the 
working of monetary forces, over the use of 
private property and land and numerous 
other economic forces now in private hands 
which would be directed at the overall 
national good, the most important aspect of 
which would be the survival and prosperity 
‘of British manufacturing industry and agri- 
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culture, without which no other survival or 
prosperity are ultimately possible. These 
controls would not, as some Tories would 
claim, amount to “Socialism” for they 
would in most part leave private Ownership. 
unimpaired and would allow the dynamics 
of the private profit incentive still to operate; 
neither, on the other hand, could they justi- 
fiably be referred to as “Capitalism”, for that 
term originated in the concept in which 
private capital was the unrestrained overlord 
of the economy and allowed to do virtually 
as its owners liked, irrespective of the general 
and national harm that this might cause. We 
have, in effect, gone far beyond Capitalism 
and Socialism to a new concept which would 
best be described as Economic Nationalism.” 


Readers of this article will see that it 
includes much new thinking related to a 
positive dimension for action in the future 
and is divorced from the tired, backward 
looking nostalgia of those who promoted 
schism and. discontent in the Nationalist 
Movement because their own poverty of 
ideas did not match their personal political 
ambitions. 

My interest in an ecumenical approach to 
British Nationalism led me to read the new 
Statement of Policy by the National Front. 
| was pleased to note that the “forward 
thinking” contained in John Tyndall’s 
article in Spearhead was equally reciprocated 
by the “forward thinking” in the NF’s 
Statement of Policy and that the principles 
and ideals of Socio-Nationalism were evident 
in each section of the Statement. It seems 
inexplicable to me that such an identity of 
purpose and philosophy should not lead to a 
speedy and profitable meeting of “like minds” 
to end the fratricidal folly of Nationalist 
fragmentation which so enervates our cause 
and which gives comfort to those who practise 
the most venal atrocities against our race and 
nation. 


RACIAL NATIONALISM 


The first section of the National Front’s 
Statement of Policy is entitled “A Party of 


Racial Nationalism” and this is a section with ` 


which no member of the British National 
Party would wish to demur or indeed would 
find inconsistent with the views of his own 
party. | feel that this section is one which 
identifies the kernel of British Nationalism 
and indicates the basis of a “unifying concept” 
capable of general acceptability. If this 
section indicates the “Nationalist common 
denominator” then the second section dealing 
with “National Sovereignty”. is also the 
currency of anyone who has pretensions to a 
commitment to Nationalism. Firm assertions 
that Northern Ireland must remain part of 
the United Kingdom for all time and the 
strongly expressed opposition to all policies 
of devolution which threaten to weaken 
Britain’s national structure are policies which 
are echoed in all true Nationalist hearts. 
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The section in the, Statement of Policy 
about which | have the strongest reservation 
is the next section on “Democracy and 
Individual Freedom”, which, unless it was 
written with tongue placed firmly in cheek, 
makes me wonder if some Nationalists have 
failed to learn the brutal lesson of the post- 
war years when Nationalists have been 
subjected to suppression, discrimination and 
intimidation. In fairness to the NF’s State- 
ment of Policy and so that the reader might 
make an objective judgement, | quote this 
section in its entirety. 


“The National Front believes in true 
Parliamentary democracy but we realise that 
this can be achieved only when members 
and parties are free from domination by 
powerful sectional interests. That is why it 
is necessary to prevent donations by cor- 
porations and interest groups — as explained 
in the section on national sovereignty. 

All parties proclaim their belief in 
democracy but they are primarily concerned 
with protecting their own rights. We believe 
in protecting the democratic rights of all our 
people — those who disagree with us as well 
as those who agree — providing they exercise 
those rights without violence. In contrast the 
old parties have quite blatantly denied rights 

_ to the National Front. 

A democratic society can be said to exist 
only when there is freedom of information 
and opinion. However, today the old parties 
restrict access to the media to the “main 
parties” and, at the same time, claim the right 
to lie about and smear Racial Nationalism. 
We will legislate for the right of access to 
the media to be given to all parties; for the 
media to have a statutory duty to correct 
errors of fact; for state printing facilities to 
be provided for small circulation periodicals 
and for distribution agencies to have a duty 
to handle all publications. 

We believe that these and other political 
and individual rights should be enshrined in 
a Bill of Rights that could be amended by a 
vote of two-thirds of the membership of the 
House of Commons.” 


My immediate reaction on reading this 
section was one of cerebral incredulity 
followed by a dawning conviction that 
casuistry is not the exclusive prerogative of 
prelates and religious orders. My secondary 
reaction was that this particular section 
would produce howls of mirth in the Knesset, 
encourage Britain’s black immigrant com- 
munity to continue building mosques and 
temples and cause Ray Hill to apply to join 
the National Front. 


SELF-DESTRUCTION 


It may be assumed that a Nationalist 
Government would assume power under 
socially revolutionary circumstances and in 
the face of fierce opposition from the various 
agencies of the Jewish-controlled Establish- 
ment. It is evident that Nationalist power 
would have been achieved following a 
struggle in which our adversaries will have 
drawn upor: the most vile weapons in their 
armoury of despicability. They have held the 
sword of persecution and repression at our 
throats for years; having struck it from their 
hand, do we miss the pricking sensation to 
the extent that we restore to them the means 


dis euphemistically called 


of our destruction? The language used in the 
Statement of Policy when referring to what 
“democracy” is 
uncomfortably reminiscent of the effete 
terminology of current bourgeois multi- 
racialism. Is it suggested that a Nationalist 
state should subsidise the Carribean Times 
and the Jewish Chronicle and to give state 
printing facilities to small circulation political 
publications such as Militant, Marxism Today 
and The Morning Star in order that they may 
subvert our hard won victory? This policy 
seems a prescription for political suicide 
which places not only the future of National- 
ism at risk but our national heritage, culture . 
and nation. | 


PROTECTING THE 


“NATIONALIST STATE 


Repatriation of Black immigrants is to be 
phased and achieved “by an enlightened 
policy of providing aid to those countries co- 
operating with our repatriation programme.” 
Is it the intention of the National Front 
during the “period of phasing” to allow the 
ethnic minority groups, the race traitors of 
the multi-racial lobby and their Zionist 
manipulators access to television and the 
right to publish newspapers and subsidised 
propaganda sheets to campaign against the 
policies of a White British Government. | 
believe in “organic democracy”, the exercising 
of all the democratic freedoms within a 
unified White British national state. | reject 
the principle of counting “sheeps heads” and 
the perpetuation of the confrontational 
parliamentary “talking shop”. A Nationalist 
victory should be a victory for Nationalism 
and we should, when that day comes, fight 
to protect our nation’s interests as effectively 
as the capitalists, internationalists, multi- 
racialists and alien ethnic minorities have 
sought to protect their interests. Our activists 
will not have fought and. sacrificed only to 
see their victory thrown away by fellow 
Nationalists, misguided as they might be, 
subscribing to the principles of parliamentary, 
bourgeois decadence ‘or fuelling the flames 
of counter-revolution by the scions of 
reaction and their affiliate class-protectionists. 
| speak out strongly against this section, not 
in anger but out of concern, because ours is 
a victory we must preserve and ours is an 
ideal which must not be allowed to wither. 

The section on defence wins my un- 
reserved approval, particularly in respect of 
its advocacy of a British independent nuclear 
deterrent and the removal of foreign bases 
from our soil. | also find the sections on the 
Ownership of Industry, Finance, Industrial 
Relations and the Common Market consistent 
with the policies of the BNP. 

The section on “the White Common- 
wealth” whilst stated with a certain billious- 
ness of expression does declare a commitment 
to establishing close political, cultural and 
economic ties with these countries. It is an 
integral part of the stated policy that imple- 
mentation can only be achieved when 


associated with the electoral success of 
racial-nationalist movements within these 
White Commonwealth countries. The final 
policy component in this section leaves me a 
little confused: “Britain would need to 
develop links pragmatically with any country 
or group of countries that had decided to 
extricate themselves from the Marxist and 
Capitalist power blocks.” If pragmatism is 
the moral criterion coupled with expediency 
then | believe that Britain should be prepared 
to co-operate economically with any country 
and in any venture that serves the best 
interests of this country. It was Bramwell 
Booth, founder of the Salvation Army, not 
Karl Marx who said: “Why should the Devil 
have all the good tunes?” 


THE BRITISH INTEREST 


The section which followed on “Britain 
and the World” cannot be divorced from the 
parameters relating to “The White Common- 
wealth”. The guiding principle of British 
foreign policy must be our British national 
interest and the recognition that that interest 
is best served by: the protection of our 
national sovereignty; by protecting the racial 
integrity of the various White Nations and 
by preventing domination by the Super 
Powers.” Whilst | am in complete sympathy 
with the expressed point of view | would 
expand it to collaboration with those political 
systems which in pragmatic terms are com- 
patible with our own and, in terms of trade, 
to those countries with complementary and 
reciprocal economic systems. Relationships 
should not be judged solely on ideological 
grounds, e.g. the Moscow—Berlin Pact, but 
in terms of how effective those relationships 
are in promoting the interests of Britain. 
This section continues: 


“Nevertheless, Nationalism is certainly a 
creed that can be exported. Many Afro-Asian 
countries as well as White countries would 
welcome our assistance to extricate them- 
selves from the International Financial 
System.” 7 


| believe that Nationalism in any country 


somewhat patronising to assume the broker- 
age of a God-given expression of His Will. The 
commodity which is usually merchandised 
is the abnormality and cerebral deviation of 
internationalism of which there is a distinct 
echo in this questionable proposition. 


INDEPENDENT POLICE? 


The Sections of the Statement dealing 
with Social Welfare and Housing and Crime 
and Policing would be generally endorsed by 
most Nationalists; however in Crime and 
Policing there are two statements which are 
open to challenge. | quote: 
“The independence of the police force 

from political control must be ensured.” 


If the police force is independent of 


society acting without accountability and 
capable of pursuing its own objectives. The 


is as natural as “mother’s milk” and it is . 


political control then it becomes a force in 


Police on riot duty. Would the NF have 
them unaccountable? 


function of the police is to protect lives and 


property, to ensure the implementation of | 


the law and to apprehend and bring to trial 
lawbreakers. It is not the function of the 
police to behave like a social “free electron” 
untrammelled by society’s political control. 
The state has the function of ensuring its 
survival and the security of its citizens by 
deploying the police and the armed forces 
in ways consistent with political decisions. 
The police must be subordinate to the state 
and answerable to the agencies of the state. 
Independence from political control would 
give the police a status which is not enjoyed 


by any group of citizens in any known society. 


| now refer to the second statement in this 
section which is equally questionable:— ` 
“The police must be paid similar incomes 

to the average in the community and they 

must live in the communities that they serve.” 

| can understand the need for some mem- 
bers of the police to live in the communities 
which they serve; equally | could advance 
arguments why some policemen should not 
live in the communities which they serve. | 
cannot, however, understand the imperative 
in “The police must be paid similar incomes 
to the average of the community. “Statements 
made in the imperative without statistical or 
logistical support lack some degree of 
credibility and one does tend to ask: Why? 

If | have expressed some criticism of 
statements contained in some sections of an 
exceptionally meritorious document | have 
attempted to do so objectively and without 
the intention of making party political points. 
| particularly wish to congratulate the NF 
policy-makers for, in my view, having “got 
it right” in the sections on Education and 
The Environment. The main thrust of the 
NF’s policy on Education is contained in the 


following quotation: — 

“The distinctive characteristics of our 
approach to education is that we recognise 
that there are innate differences in ability 
among different people. We therefore believe 
in the principle ‘of selection in secondary 
education — providing that selection is 
objective — so that all children can reach 
their full potential and receive the kind of 
education best suited to their needs and 
abilities.” 

The concept of recognising difference and 
maximising upon skills and ability ensures 
that the individual is not forced into learning 
situations beyond his capacity. It also ensures 
that the student receives cultural, educational 
and technological enrichment compatible 
with his needs and his ability to assimilate, 
so that he emerges as a participant and con- 
tributary member of society esteemed for 
the quality of his own personal contribution 
made as the consequence of his natural talents 
and abilities. | would underwrite all learning 
by exposing the student to all that is spiritual, 
moral and philosophical — the good example. 

On the subject of the environment the 
Statement declares: — 

“Consequently, we advocate an economy 
and a way of life that will respect and sustain 
the natural environment, rather than a way 
of life which disregards and exploits it.” 
| am sympathetic to the spirit of this 

statement but | would add a rider that if, in 
Darwinian terms, creatures and certainly Man 
had not adapted to exploit (use) the environ- 
ment then the question of human survival 
would now be academic. The secret of the 
success of the White Race is that it has been 
able to exploit its natural environment better 
than the Simian Black Race. Perhaps I will 
be accused of pedantry but | insist that the 
enlightened exploitation of natural resources 
without environmental abuse, followed by 
programmes of renewal and regeneration, fall 
well within the parameters of a Nationalist 
environmental protection programme. 


WHAT PRICE? 


The final section of this comprehensive 
Statement of Policy is entitled “Racial 
Nationalism — The Idea of the Future” which 
deals with the philosophy, ideals, strategies 
and hopes of those committed to Racial 
Nationalism — which means most of my 
readers. | found the final paragraph of this 
section evocative and rather moving. In some 
ways it reads rather like an epilogue. 


“If you have read this Statement of Policy 
thoroughly and agree with its contents, you 
must ask yourself, how much do you value 
the salvation of our Nation and how much 
are yOu prepared to pay for it? The answer 
to that question will tell you of your own 
worth as well as that of the Nation.” 
| would, fraternally, return this question 

to the authors of the policy statement and 
indeed to all our racial comrades in the 
National Front. 

How much do you value the salvation of 
our nation and how much are you prepared 
to pay for it? 

Is Nationalist unity too high a price? 
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ULSTER LOYALISM AND 


BRITISH NATIONALISM 


DONALD KING looks at two aspects of the same struggle 


FOR BRITISH NATIONALISTS the fight 
for Ulster has always been an extremely 
important part of our political struggle. 
The Ulster Loyalists constitute that section 
of the British people which stands closest to 
Nationalists in its concept of the nation and 
what is needed to defend it. Nevertheless, 
the Loyalists do not necessarily: accept the 
totality of the Nationalist world view which 
guides all aspects of our politics. 

In view of this, it is all the more galling 
when we see that some who fight with all 
their energies for Britain and Ulster never 
theless 

In view of this, it is all the more galling 
when we see that some who fight with all their 
energies for Britain and Ulster nevertheless 
accept establishment lies about the Second 
World War and the ideologies of Fascism and 
National Socialism. These lies reached a 
. veritable crescendo with the VE Day celeb- 
rations and the accompanying babble of lying 
establishment politicians. I refer now to Bob 
Wright’s article ‘‘Are Sinn Fein the new 
Fascists?’’ in the June edition of the Ulster 
Defence Association magazine Ulster. Bob 
Wright argues that Sinn Fein/IRA is ‘neo- 
Fascist’ because it is a violent and racialist 
organisation. He says that thousands of Ulster 
people died in “‘the defeat of Fascism’’ and 
now, forty years later, Ulster people have to 
face the prospect of fighting the ‘‘new 
Fascists’’ on their own streets. 

I do not intend here to go into all the contro 
versy surrounding establishment and Nation 
alist views of what happened in the Second 
World War, why it happened and who 
really ‘won’. What I shall do, however, is ex 
pose some of the specific misconceptions that 
Mr. Wright seems to hold. I offer these, not to 
attack any Loyalist individual or organisat 
ion, but simply to demonstrate that British 
- Nationalism and Ulster Loyalism need each 
other, and that as Nationalists we have much 
to offer the beleaguered people of Ulster in 
their struggle. I do not denigrate the Ulster 
people or any of the other Britons who fought 
in the Second World War; the problem is that 
they fought under misconceptions and their 
misconceptions live on teday. Consider that it 
was not just Britons who fought bravely — 
we regret too that other white peoples died for 
what they believed in.. Russians, Germans 
and our other racial kindred. ace 

Bob Wright suggests that Sinn Fein pret- 
ends to be a left-wing ‘Socialist’ movement 
whereas it is in fact a ‘right-wing’ Fascist 
movement. I think that most of this talk of 
‘left’ and ‘right’ is of little use when we come 
to consider political reality from a Nationalist 
viewpoint. It is said that Sinn Fein proclaims 
James Connolly to be its historical fore- 
runner. Connolly was an Irish Marxist who 
took part in the 1916 Easter Uprising, and Mr. 
Wright says that presenting him as a Sinn Fein 
forerunner is a sham. It should be noticed that 
because Connolly thought of himself as a 
Socialist he believed in unifying Catholics 
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IRA petrol bomber about to attack. The 
loathsome terrorist organisation has 
nothing in common with ‘Fascism’ 


and Protestants as a prerequisite for a success- 
ful Irish nation. Compare this with Sinn Fein 
today, which has poisoned any possibility of 
unity with its sectarian atrocities. Far from 
being an exponent of ‘‘Irish unity’’, Sinn Fein 
stands condemned as the biggest force any- 
where dividing white Irishmen from one 
another. 


“AGGRESSIVE NATIONALIST” 


Sinn Fein’s AE DE says Mr. Wright, 
was not Connolly but Patrick Pearse. Pearse 
was, in Wright’s words, *‘an aggressive Nat- 
ionalist with no Socialist ideas.” Well, that 
may be true, but what has this to do with 
Fascism, National Socialism or any other 
allied movement that flourished in the inter- 
war years? Remember that the word ‘Nazism’ 
was an abbreviation of National Socialism 
and that Fascist ideology always stressed the 
need to stand above the fraudulent dichotomy 
of ‘Socialism’ and ‘Capitalism’. For the 


‘Fascist, the nation was all; economic dogma 


had t^ be replaced by Economic Nationalism. 
Money should serve nation and race, not the 
other way round. So, whatever platform these 
Irish Republican ‘heroes’ stood on, it cert- 


ainly was not one of ‘Fascism’ or anything 


like it. A Fascist was not an aggressive Nat- 
ionalist with no Socialist ideas’’ — that is 
more like a definition of the reactionary Con- 
servative. 

Bob Wright also makes out that Pearse was 
a racialist and a Fascist because of his emph- 
asis on the Irish as a distinct Gaelic race with a 
separate language and culture engaged in a 
struggle with alien races.’’ But anyone who 


looks at the history of the British Isles from a- 


racial point of view will recognise that our 
past has been largely moulded by peoples 
who are nothing but different tribes, clans, 
families — call them what you will — of the 
White Race. Consider that the continual mig- 
ration back and forth across the Irish Sea in 
past centuries makes utter nonsense of the 
notion of an Irish ‘race’, just as it is nonsense 
to talk of the Scots, English and Welsh as 
separate ‘races’. We are all of the White 
British race. It is only in a few instances that 
the movements into Britain of non-White 
races have been historically important. I think 
here of the influx of Jews in Cromwell’s day 
and at his bidding and then of the Ashkenazi 
immigration of the late 19th Century, and 
then of Blacks and Asians continually since 


~ the 1950s. In. this context it is tragic that 


British and Irish should have been whipped 
up into mutual enmity by people who hate 
their race and their nation. For the Republic- 
ans to talk of themselves as ‘Nationalists’ is 
pure hypocrisy. 

We can see then that the adoption of ‘lib- 
eral’ views about National Socialism and 
World War II hinders and obfuscates the 
struggle for Ulster. Bob Wright echoes the 
establishment view that ‘‘the central tenet of 
Fascism was an aggressive Nationalism, the 
belief that a race of people with a common 


_ culture must be united and must dominate 


other inferior races if necessary,’’ whereas, 
on the contrary, race and nation are naturally 
bound together in every way. We do not need 
to strive for an artificial binding together of 
race and nation for it is already there’ even if 
in a subconscious and unheeded way. One of 
our Nationalist tasks is to demonstrate to our 
people the benefit of this conjunction of race 
and nation’ and to show that they should pro- 
tect that conjunction from those who wish to 
destroy it. We are therefore ‘‘aggressive in 
defence.’’ The real aggressors of today are 
those who seek to destroy our race and nation. 
Nor do we seek to ‘‘dominate’’ other races; 
all that we ask is that each race goes its own 
way’ because only in that way (call it ‘separ- 
ate development if you like) can each race 
thrive. and prosper, namely under its own 
standards and culture. 


GETTING HISTORY RIGHT 


Since Nationalism is in his view inherently 
**ageressive’’, Bob Wright believes that - 
‘Hitler tried to destroy Poland in 1939 for the 
sake of a minority.’’ But did he? Hitler’s 
primary aim had always been to bring the 
German nation together again. That nation 
had been wrecked by the geographical frag- 
mentation that followed the Versailles settle- 
ment. The German nation had the racial right 
to be united again — that had more validity 
than all the schemings of Zionist-controlled 
politicians. Hitler’s secondary aim was. to 
save Europe from Communism, and he failed 


in this only because the Western liberal estab- 
lishment railroaded its peoples into fighting, 
not for Europe, not for their race, but for the 
. ultimate benefit of Communism and Zionism. 
So, Mr. Wright, what destroyed Poland? 
Hitler’s ‘‘aggression’’...or the complicity of 
the West in Communist expansion? 

On a purely German level Hitler is acc- 
used of using physical force to supplement his 
achievement of power by the electoral path. 
There is some truth in this, but when one 
considers the chaotic position of Germany in 
the Weimar years it is sheer liberal cant to say 
that one should never use violence for polit- 
ical ends. In the mainland Britain of 1985 


such action would be foolish and counter- 
productive, but this does not mean that if the 
national situation deteriorated in a similar 
way to that in Germany under the Weimar 
Republic such an opinion would continue to 
hold water. Would we sit on our hands and 
denounce violence if the economy collapsed 
and full blown race war came? what would 
happen if there was a void of lawful authority 
in the country? 

To condemn violence in toto is even more 
ridiculous in the context of the Ulster sit- 
uation today. Since the British state will not 
declare war against those who fight against 
British people in Ulster, the only course for 


Loyalists is to take matters into their own 
hands. This does not of course mean that the 
propaganda and electoral struggle must be 
abandoned. Gerry Adams himself has seen 
that these two methods of struggle can be used 
in tandem. Against the IRA the Loyalists of 
Ulster must reply in like manner! 

British Nationalists and Ulster Loyalists do 
need each other. Loyalists demonstrate all the 
gut feeling for nation and the willingness to 
fight that the majority of our people on the 
mainland lack. For our part, we can show 
Ulster Loyalists the context within which they 
are fighting, what they are fighting for, and 
why. 


NOT SO GREAT SCOTT 


STELLA HUGHES argues with a previous assessment of the 


Antarctic explorer 


IT WAS ILL-ADVISED of Ronald 
Rickcord to equate The last place on 
earth with films like Gandhi. The fact 
is that Scott has long been over-rated 
and Amundsen has never been given 
his due. 

As your reviewer states, we all have 
faults, but the top of the Beardmore 
Glacier was no place for Scott to ignore 
the advice of two doctors as to which 
seaman was fittest for the polar party. 
Once on the polar plateau, the order 
for one of the two sledge parties to 
abandon skis was inexcusable. And as 


for the sudden decision to take five | 


men (one now without skis) instead of 
four as planned, apparently because 
he could not make a hard selection, 
words fail me. 

Mr  Rickcord quotes Helmer 
Hanssen’s tribute to Scott's party. 
Unfortunately such magnanimity was 
not greatly reciprocated. Only Oates 


in his diary entry at the Pole had the’ 


stature to praise Amundsen. Scott 
wrote that Amundsen must have found 
an easy route up to the plateau. 
Unlike Scott, Amundsen had in fact 
pioneered a route up a hitherto un- 
‘known glacier. Scott, who harped on 
the ‘rights’ to particular bits of new 
territory and had tried to restrict where 
Shackleton’s 1907 expedition might 


land in the Ross Sea area, seems to 


have had no compunction in using 
the Beardmore Glacier route which 
Shackleton had pioneered. | 

One still , meets the idea that 
Amundsen had_no ‘right’ to go to the 


Antarctic and particularly the Ross Sea 


which.the British Discovery and Nim- 


rod expeditions had made very much. 


their own. This ignores the fact that 


Amundsen was in the Antarctic in 1898. 


Huntford, 
‘Amundsen, on which the film was 
based, does just this. 


Scott’s ship, the Terra Nova, in the 
Antarctic 


when he was one of the first party to 


winter in Antarctica, probably the first 


to ski there, the first to take part in a 
sledging expedition and to camp there. 
It was two other Norwegians who first 
set foot on South Victoria Land; one 
of them was also first on the Ross Ice 
Shelf. 


Of course the British were affected ` 
by rigid class consciousness; this was 


1912. And of course the outlook of 
the Norwegians, men from a small, 
newly-independent meritocracy, was 


‘different. Everything about the two 


expeditions contrasted and a compara- 
tive study seems long overdue. Roland 
in his book Scott and 


Mr Huntford describes how pete 
sen spent years learning from Arctic 
people: igloo building, the design of 


‘clothing, dog-driving, etc. Skis and 


sledging equipment were specially 
designed then improved and improved 
again during the Antarctic winter. 
Including himself, there were no less 


‘continually | 


than four navigators in his polar party 
(Scott’s most able navigator was sent 


= back) and his thorough route-marking 


on the barrier contrasts with Scott's 
absurd single-flag cairns. The problem 
of fuel ‘creep’ was known but while 
Scott had done nothing about it so 
that he and his returning party were 
short, Amundsen had 
devised new seals for his tins so that 
fifty years later one of his spare cans 
was found, contents intact, on Betty’s 
Knoll. 

If anyone deserved success it was 
Amundsen, but to suggest that the film 
depicts him as just inspiring and kindly 
is far from true. Apart from the visit 


to his old friend, Dr Frederick Cook, 


in jail, | received few impressions of 
kindness. He was single-minded, and — 
the film did not disguise his devious- 
ness over his plan to sail south. The 
first attempt on the Pole was a fiasco, 
the result of impatience, and he 
handled his relations with Johansen 
badly. 

The point which Mr. Rickcord 
forgets is this: The last place on earth 
was the first acquaintance most British 
people made with the man who reached 
the South Pole first. As a nation we 
do tend to root for the underdog/loser 
(often our undoing) so there was no 
problem in Scott becoming a hero. It 


is also apt to remember that the un- 


critical public of over seventy years 
ago accepted the word of their ‘betters’, 
and in this case the influential ‘betters’ 
included people like Sir Clements 


Markham who had declared the Fram 


to have no more sailing qualities than 
a haystack. The Fram still holds the 
record for sailing over more degrees 


of latitude than any other ship. 
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LIONS— IN A RESPECTABLE CAUSE | 


Why will Anglo- Saxons fight Tee in war while shirking battle 
in politics ? 


Gervase Brackley, our favorite intellectual, was in town 
recently as the guest of honor at a luncheon given by his 
publishers. Now Toynbee Professor of Civilization and 
Challenge at Yale, Gervase is the author of over forty books 
on the ways in which civilizations in the past (and the 
present) can answer, or fail to answer, the challenges 
which inevitably arise. An Englishman by birth, he has 
lived and taught all over the world. Far from being a 
solitary recluse in an ivory tower, Gervase has always 
enjoyed the good life, too. In his long career — he is now 
eighty-seven — he has found time for pleasure, and the 
gossip of the time claimed he enjoyed liaisons with women 
as diverse as Iris Tree, Nancy Cunard, a member of the 
Royal family, Hilda Doolittle, Ellen Glasgow, Carole Lan- 
dis, Diane de Broglie, and Kay Kendall. If he had the 
reputation of a dedicated scholar at Cambridge, he was 
known as a clubman in London and a boulevardier in 
Paris. His friends have run the gamut from E.M. Forster, 
Augustus John, Lytton Strachey, “Freddie” Ayers, Aldous 
Huxley and Gerald Heard to Tito, Charles Lindbergh, 
Howard Hughes, Bobby Jones and Errol Flynn. He still 
drinks his Churchillian bottle of brandy a day, and exer- 
cises regularly. In short, a man for all climes, seasons and 
drawing rooms, a man who has the respect of the world’s 
thinkers, and a remarkably common touch as well. 

Gervase is currently busy on a book with a fascinating 
working title: Why Racialism Fails. “I first came to the idea 
during World War Two,” he says, “when | was serving on 
Montgomery's staff as his personal adviser on civilization. | 
noted that although we officers were all racialists to some 
extent, none of us would really back those opinions be- 
yond a certain point. Since the end of the war, of course, 
racialism has taken a terrible pounding and that point has 
retreated dramatically. The popular explanation is that the 
Holocaust has made any sort of racialist viewpoint impos- 
sible, but it can be argued that that is not the whole story. 
Or put as a question, how did the Holocaust make racial- 
ism impossible? What was the mechanism? It would seem 
to have turned on the fear of violating respectability, 
which, in turn, is a racial matter. Englishmen, as Shaw 
pointed out, are more fearful of doing the wrong thing than 
Frenchmen or Italians. Even today, a Frenchman can voice 


a subversive thought about Jews or Israel that an English-. 


man simply cannot. (Nor can a German.) Despite the 
immense numbers of minorities, the cultural thrust of the 
United States is still English, which means that, among 
other things, respectability is exceedingly important. This 
whole matter is intensely apparent in the rise and fall of 
racial attitudes in the life of T.S. Eliot, who was born in 
America of English stock, and then returned to England and 
became a formal Englishman. | shall send you some com- 
ments on him.” 

Gervase was as good as his word, and did send these 
fragments from his working notes for Why Racialism Fails: 
“The literary world is familiar with Eliot’s alleged anti- 
Semitism, but apparently not so aware of his apostasy on 
the subject. The anti-Semitism is apparent in After Strange 
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Gods, a compilation of the Page-Barbour lectures he gave 
at the University of Virginia in 1933. He argued in this 
instance that the United States was worm-eaten by Liber- 
alism,’ and ‘invaded by foreign races,’ in contrast to an 
ideally healthy society, which should be ‘homogeneous,’ 
with ties of ‘blood kinship’ without ‘adulteration’ by other 
races, and without the presence of ‘undesirable . . . free- 
thinking Jews.’ His attitude was also apparent in the 1919 
poem ‘Burbank with a Baedeker; Bleistein with a Cigar,’ 
which contains the famous line ‘The Jew is underneath the 
lot.’ Also, according to the biography by Peter Ackroyd 
published in 1984 (T.S. Eliot, A Life), in his unpublished 
correspondence between 1917 and 1929, Eliot made a 
number of pejorative references to Jews. Ackroyd assumes 
he may have been even franker in conversation and says, 
‘All the available evidence suggests, then, that on occa- 
sions he made what were then fashionably anti-Semitic 
remarks to his close friends.’ 

‘‘What we may say at this point is that until 1933, at least, 
Eliot had perceived that Jews posed a threat to the kind of 
society he supported. This was not an unusual feeling at the 
time. The irony, of course, is that it was widespread at a 
time when Jews had less power and posed a much weaker 
threat than today. 


RETREAT 


“Now comes .evidence that Eliot retreated from this at- 
titude after 1933. Ackroyd says of After Strange Gods, ‘he 
[Eliot] was later to disavow the book, and never allowed 
any part of it to be reprinted . . . afterwards he attempted to 
excuse himself on the grounds that he, too, was “a very 
sick man” when he gave the lectures [in Virginia]: that, in 
other words, they reflected his own emotional condition.’ 
[The authority for this remark is in The Composition of Four 
Quartets, by Helen Gardner, 1978.] Then in 1949, while 
serving on the jury which awarded the Bollingen Prize to 
the imprisoned and overtly anti-Semitic and fascistic Ezra 
Pound, Eliot was himself attacked as an anti-Semite and 
intellectual neo-fascist by influential members of the intel- 
ligentsia in the United States, and became, according to 
Ackroyd, ‘thoroughly discomfited by the affair... [and] 
refused to give any interviews to the press about the mat- 
er.’ In 1960, again according to Ackroyd, Eliot ‘insisted 
. that certain lines about his alleged anti-Semitism 
should be removed from the preface to Wyndham Lewis's 
selected letters. He was eager to put the past in order.’ 
“What we may say now is that after 1933, Eliot disavowed 


the perception of a cultural Jewish threat which he had 


held until that time. The immediate question is: Did the 
threat diminish? The answer would have to be: No; if 
anything, it increased. 

“Why then, would a moral and intelligent man who had 
taken a stand based on a perception retreat from that stand 
when the basis for the perception had increased? Overt 
cowardice is one answer, but probably not the correct one. 
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Or the complete one. | suggest that the respectability factor 
lies at the bottom of his decision, and in almost an entirely 
unconscious fashion. That is, Eliot, like most Englishmen, 
was not afraid of physical violence from opponents, but — 
again like most Englishmen — he was mortally afraid of 
losing respectability. The Englishman cannot — with rare 
exceptions — fight in an unrespectable cause. Make the 
cause respectable, and he is the best fighter in the world. 
But take away that cloak and he turns tail. Or never starts. 

“Eliot, after all, was childless and of independent means — 
at least by the end of World War Two — and could have 
afforded the espousal of an unpopular cause if anyone 


could. And, needless to say, the immense authority of his `. 


name would have had some weight. He would have had to 
do no more than to say: ‘I said prior to 1933 that | consider 
the Jew — among many other factors — a threat to our 
culture, and | stick to that position.’ 

“It can be argued that this is expecting too much from any 
individual. That the forces which could be brought into 
play from 1945 on were so powerful that Eliot's peace of 
mind would have been destroyed, and he would have 
become an outcast. This may be true. Nevertheless, history 
is filled with examples of men who endured much worse 
rather than recant their beliefs. 

“It can also be argued that Eliot did not understand just 


what he was doing. Like so many Englishmen, he could, 


delude himself that he was not recanting for purely person- 
al reasons, but that circumstances really had changed. He 
could tell himself, for example, that what had seemed a 
threat prior to 1933 was now — 1945 and later — no 
longer a threat. 

‘Another ironic aspect of this apostasy — it is replete with 
ironies — is that in youth and early middle age Eliot had 
wished to become a leader in defending and preserving the 
cultural values in which he believed. He devoted far more 
time — especially in the Twenties and Thirties — to such 
writing than he did to poetry. But when the hard decision 
came, he funked it. | 


NEED TO SPEAK OUT 


“The Anglo-American situation could not change unless 
people like Eliot — that is, Englishmen, and Americans of 
English blood, of moral and cultural stature — speak out 
against that situation. As it is, such persons not only refuse 
to speak, but actively deny that there is a problem. Yes, 
there was Mosley and there is Powell.: But Mosley de- 
stroyed his credibility by being too:active, and Powell is 
alone. It takes more than one. But if there is to be only one, 
an Eliot still has far more weight than a Powell. After all, 
Eliot was a guru, Powell is only a politician. 

“No matter where they end, groups like The Order start 
from the same perceptions that Eliot held prior to 1933: 
that the United States is ‘worm-eaten by Liberalism’ and 
‘invaded by foreign races,’ and that a healthy American 
society should be ‘homogeneous,’ with ties of ‘blood kin- 
ship’ without ‘adulteration’ by other races. Except that in 
1985 the worm-eating and the invasion and the adultera- 
tion are far more.advanced than they were in 1933. 

“Who knows if groups like The Order would ever have 
risen if men of stature had spoken out in numbers against 
the situation years ago and stuck to their beliefs? Imagine, if 
you will, a dialogue between Eliot and a poor, uneducated 


white who tells Eliot how grateful he is to find that his » 


‘instinctive perceptions have been given tongue by Eliot — 
to which Eliot replies that he doesn’t know what the poor 


fellow is talking about, and that he, the poor fellow, had 
best get back to his job at the local garage and forget about 
such things. It is this betrayal — it is not too strong a word 
— of the instincts of the herd which drives certain herd 
members outside their herd and into a violent frenzy. They 
know they are being lied to and they can’t stand it. The 


. pathetic insurrections of the fringe are caused by the funk 


of those at the top. By their abdication, they left racialism to 
the lower class, which meant that it became completely 
. .. unrespectable. 


THE RESPECTABILITY FACTOR 


“To an outsider, it seems that those at the top are actually 
frightened of the Jews. This may be true subconsciously, 
but consciously Englishmen are controlled by respectabil- 
ity, which means that they are frightened by anything 
which contradicts the status quo. In 1885, the status quo 
was Victorian, and everyone quailed before the habits and 
customs of the era. In 1985, the status quo is permissive, 
chaotic and Jewish, and everyone quails before its habits 
and customs. 

“It is, of course, yet another example of a civilization 
failing to rise to a challenge. Englishmen — and Americans 
of English descent — were able to rise to simple challenges 
like the Kaiser and Hitler because those challenges were 
aimed at the status quo and hence respectability itself. But 
the English temperament cannot cope with an enemy clev- 
er enough to manipulate that status quo and control the 
definition of what is respectable and what is not. Put an- 
other way, if Eliot could not cope in that situation, who 
could? Who can? In the Toynbee-an sense, this is the rock 


‘on which we are foundering. 


“It is also interesting that such failure is not a matter of 
degree. That is, were the excesses of the Jews to become 
even more dangerous for the native culture than they are — 
and they will surely do so — excess itself will not drive 
those of moral and cultural authority to speak out. By that 
time — by this time, actually — the investment in silence 
will be — is — so enormous that it cannot be liquidated. 
The more damning the evidence, the greater will be the 
silence on the part of all Eliots. You can count on that. 
“Which is not to say, of course, that the current situation 
will all go on forever any more than the Victorian Age or 
the British Empire went on forever. America is really very 
vulnerable and will come crashing down just as England 
did. But no matter how far the crash, and no matter how 
degrading the subsequent status quo, you may depend on 
all those of English descent accepting and supporting it.” 
In a personal postscript to these notes, Gervase added, 
“Lest you imagine that | consider myself exempt, let me 
hasten to assure you that | am a good Englishman and 
terrified of rocking the boat. | support the status quo 100%, 
in private as well as in public, a fact | shall make very, very 
plain in the final version of Why Racialism Fails. And if 
necessary, | shall be as ready and anxious to recant any 
loose statements as T.S. himself.” ) 
In his stay in New York, Gervase certainly demonstrated 
that he is, in his definition, a very good Englishman and 
devoted to respectability. After lunch, we strolled across _ 
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WHEN HOMER NODS 


NOEL A. HUNT shows how the truth sometimes penetrates 
through the clouds of propaganda 


MEN OF THE LEFT take it for granted that 
only the White Man is ever guilty of the 
awful sin of thinking racially. This alleged 
White guilt is forever drummed into us by 
men of goodwill of all races. Never, we are 
incessantly assured, can the White Man 
properly atone for his awful sin of thinking 
that there may be something to be said in 
favour of the race to which he belongs. The 
best that we Whites can hope for, we are told, 
is to be allowed to expiate some of our guilt 
for the terrible sin of racism by handing over 
large sums of money as ‘aid’ to people too 
incompetent or too idle to earn it for them- 
selves. We are tald that we can in decency do 
no less while so many of us stubbornly con- 


tinue to feel that, not only do races differ, 


but that ours is not an entirely bad one. 

So well orchestrated is the hellish chorus 
disapproving of ‘white racism’ that many 
Whites have been deceived into believing that 
what is in fact very much a minority view is 
that of the British majority, and the view of 
most of ‘mankind’ as well. The mistake is an 
understandable one. The minority holding 
this view is so well organised and so powerful 
that attempts to air any other viewpoint are 
usually smothered at. birth. 

Yet occasionally — very occasionally, it 
must be admitted — Homer does nod, and for 
a moment the truth is revealed. Such lapses 
are at once covered up, either by ignoring 
them or by smearing the person responsible. 
These infrequent glimpses of the truth 
confirm what we are told by our common 
sense and by our knowledge of the world in 
which we live: that in spite of what a small, 
sick section of Western opinion may endlessly 
repeat, the races of the world do not in fact 
love one another very much. Even worse, the 
world sees nothing strange or repulsive in 
the physical separation of races or in separate 
development. To the Western liberal, long 
conditioned,to regard a white South African 
as worse than a child molester, this view 
comes as a shock. To the rest of the world, 
and for that matter to most of the British 
people, the separation of races makes good 
sense. 


RACISM IN JAPAN 


As an instance of these occasional slips, 
consider a report which we may be pretty 


sure we have seen for the first and last time: 


that the Japanese Ministry of Education 
recently forbade the employment of a 
Korean as a teacher. The refusal was on the 
ground that only Japanese nationals may be 
teachers. How very sensible of the Japanese, 
one feels. But the Japanese case of course 
contradicts the liberal dogma that it is only 


the wicked White who thinks racially. For 
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this reason we are likely to hear no more of 
the matter. The Japanese will continue to 
discriminate racially, but we shall not be 
allowed to know of it. 

_ Another instance: the Jewish people may 
fairly claim to have been in the forefront of 
every move to make racial discrimination 
unpopular and illegal. Yet they themselves 
have for several thousand years very sensibly 
practised the most rigorous discrimination in 
the matter of racial inter-marriage. It is no 
doubt for this reason that they have been 
able to remain the astonishingly gifted and 
talented race which they are. ° 

The ban on racial inter-marriage is of 
course never mentioned. It is easy enough 
to ensure that it is never mentioned, since 
anybody attempting to publicise the logical 
and sensible Jewish attitude to racial inter- 
marriage can be reduced to terrified silence 
by a threat to label him “anti-semitic”. 

So perhaps one may be forgiven for feeling 
maliciously delighted when the usually 
superbly efficient Jewish censorship slips up, 
as it occasionally does. A recent instance was 
the disclosure that 90 per-cent of the area of 
Israel is designated as being for the use of 
Jews alone. One might well ask why this 
should not be the case? Why allow others to 
own chunks of one’s homeland? Except, of 


course, that this contradicts the liberal stance 


that only Caucasoids discriminate racially. 
There ‘seems little doubt that we shall hear 
nothing more of this inconvenient disclosure. 
Why, publicity might even lead to a demand 
by some of the British that they should have 
their country to themselves! No man of 
goodwill could accept for a moment such an 
outrageous proposition. 


- BLESSING OF THE POPE 


Those optimists who still hope, in the 
teeth of their daily experience, fora modicum 
of truth and common sense in racial matters 
must have been cheered by a recent announce- 
ment by Pope Paul II. It seems that in 
September 1984, while on a tour of Canada, 


‘the Holy Father told an audience of Eskimos 
-and American Indians that he supported their 


demands for greater self-determination. His 


audience of about ten thousand was reported 


to have cheered him when he said: “You 
must be the architects of your own future, 
freely and responsibly. With reason, you want 


to control your future, to preserve your 


cultural traits, to establish an educational 
system where your languages are respected.” 
The Western media, ever quick to.pillory the 
‘racist? White, has kept remarkably quiet 
about the Amerindian and Eskimo demand 
for self-determination. One wonders why? 
The Pope’s words make strange reading in 


a country like Britain. Here it seems that the 
last thing the native British are to be allowed 
to do is to preserve their cultural traits or, for 
that matter, to have their language respected. 
On the contrary, the search seems .to be for 
means of getting rid of any remaining British 
cultural traits, while minimising the amount © 
of teaching in the English language. 


THE POPE 
600THE POPE 
Advocated self- 
determination 
for Eskimos 


Many of course will feel that what’ the 
Pope had to say is eminently sensible. It is 
the voice of common sense. Regrettably from 
the liberal point of view, it is also the voice 
used by that great man Hendrik Vervoerd 
when he set up the South African system of 
separate racial development. The reasons 
‘which caused him to do so are precisely those 
listed by the Pope: to enable South Africans 
to be the architects of their own future, to 
preserve their cultural traits, to have their: 
language respected. One might point out that 
not only did he ensure that these things were 
preserved for the South African Whites, but 
that similar rights were given to the inhabi- 
tants of every black homeland. No African 
country has been so even-handed or so 


scrupulous. 


Night and day, year after year, we are 
told that what is South African is evil. Yet 
here is the Holy Father apparently saying 
that those wicked White Seuth Africans have 
been right all along! What is worse, our own 
common sense tells us that he, and they, are 
right. 

We may predict with complete confidence 
that this is one utterance by the Pontiff of 
which we shall hear no more. After. all, it 
might be construed as approval of the 
doctrine of Apartheid, or Separate develop. 
ment of the races. Worse still, it might give 
the Whites in Britain and America the truly 
shocking idea that if a minority can have an 
area set aside for them, and with Papal 
approval, then so can a majority. A majority 
like the White British, or the White 
Americans, for instance. 

Such a question, firmly based on what 
seems to be the approval of the Pontiff, 
would so discomfort our liberals that it is 


-certain that those who control our media 


will never permit it to be asked. 


SIR: Appropos Colin Jordan’s article ‘Kosher 
Queen of Britain’ last month, I would like to 
point out that Jewish influence in our public 
life is far from a new phenomenon. 

May I quote from the Earl of Lytton’s 
biography of Wilfred Scawen Blunt (1840- 
1922) published by McDonald in 1961. First, 
however, a word about Blunt. Had he been 
alive today it would be fair to describe him as 
a multi-racial internationalist. During his 
active public life he attacked British 
expansion on just about every occasion that 
he could. With Blunt it was a case of ‘“My 
country always wrong.’’ He supported Irish 
home rule, Indian independence and 
Egyptian independence — in fact the cause of 
just about every nation but his own. I record 
these views to show that in no way could he 
have been described as a British Nationalist or 
‘racist’. Thus I think his diagnosis of the rot in 
British public life in 1913 is very interesting. 
In his letter to the Indian statesman Syed 
Mahmud he wrote:- 


‘*The change , which has come about in the past 
thirty to forty years, and with accelerated rapidity 
during the last ten, is traceable, as I discern it, 
very distinctly to one main cause and that a racial 
one in the class that has usurped that conduct of 
our affairs through the control it has obtained over 
our finance, and through that again all over our 
public life, whether in parliament or in the 
municipal government or in the organs of the 
press. I allude to the foreign element, especially 
the Jewish element, which within that period has 
gained, year by year, an ever stronger hold over 
our international action and, what is more 
disturbing, over our opinions, our morals and our 
ideas of honour. I need not remind you that the 
very first English act of aggression on the 
Ottoman empire was due to the initiative of Dis- 
raeli, our fist Jew Minister, when he tricked the 
Sultan into ceding Cyprus in 1878 after obtaining 
control over the Suez Canal from the Khedive 
Ismail; that in 1882 it was due to the pressure put 
on Gladstone’s Government by the Rothschilds 
and the Goschens that Egypt was occupied and 
that during subsequent years that country, in spite 
of reiterated promises, was retained by Glad- 
stone’s successors.”’ 


To this I might add by mentioning the role 
of Jewish money in goading Britain to war 
against the Boers in South Africa at the turn of 
the century — a war that has poisoned Anglo- 
South African relations ever since. 

M. DWYER 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: Many have heard of Ray Honeyford, 
headmaster of Drummond Road School, 
Bradford, a man who came into public view 
by writing an article for the ultra-Tory 
magazine The Salisbury Review.. However, 
looking through the pages of the January 1985 


edition of this publication I saw a rather out- 
of-place advert — for Socialist Affairs, 
quarterly magazine of the Socialist Internat- 
ional. It seems that they both share the same 
publishing compnay, Longman’s. 
socialists and Capitalists of the world, 
unite? 
GRAEME R. KEMP 
Gosport, Hants. 


-= SIR: The treatment accorded to Mr. Powell’ s 


bill to outlaw research on human embryos 
shows once again what a fraud modern ‘dem- 
ocracy’ is. Here we have a bill supported by a 
large majority of MPs of all parties and 
backed by a petition signed by 2 million 
people — the biggest ever to be presented to 
parliament. 

And yet a few MPs, backed apparently by 
the Government, contemptuously brushed 
aside this huge volume of favourable opinion 
and, using the convoluted procedural 
methods of the House of Commons, killed the 
bill. 

H.S. HALL 
Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 


SIR: Concerning VE Day, in addition to the 
usual bilge churned out over radio, TV and 
the press on the defeat of Germany, we are 
constantly being reminded that our ‘glorious’ 
Russian allies sacrificed 20 million people in 
the conflict (we now know that most of them 
were herded like sheep, by their masters, 
towards the German armour). 

The fact is that in the decade prior to 1943 


the Bolsheviks killed an estimated 15-20 ' 


million of their own people, and this in 
peacetime. As Alexander Solzhenitsyn 
stated, these peacetime killings would have 
continued had it not been for Adolf Hitler and 
his attack on Russia, which stopped the 
domestic genocide. 
PHILIP FORDER-WHITE 
Aldersholt, Dorset 


SIR: 
1984 from the Home Office, signed Miss S. 
Silverwood, the following statements occur:- 


In a letter to me, dated 19th January 


“The Immigration Rules have been com- 
prehensively revised and are now in many- 
important respects much tighter than they 
were before” (before taking office in 1979). 

“Fewer people were accepted for settle- 
ment from the New Commonwealth and 
Pakistan in 1982 than in any year since 
control of Commonwealth immigration in 
1962.” 

“The Government remain committed to 
strict immigration control.” (My emphasis.) 

By contrast, the Daily Telegraph of 13th 
April 1985 reports that in a major policy 
speech to the annual conference of the UK 
Immigrants’ Advisory Service the Home 
Secretary vigorously defended his department 
against charges from the Commission for 
Racial Equality and other bodies...... 

“He said that it was hard to see how the 
Government could be accused of being 
control minded towards visitors and intending 
immigrants when 99.9 per-cent of passengers 
arriving in Britain, and 99 per-cent from the 
sub-continent were admitted.” 

This statement, made for the benefit of 
the Race Lobby, tells a vastly different story 
to the one told me in the letter from the 
Home Office. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: I write having seen with amusement the 
cartoon printed in a recent issue of The Sun 
newspaper. It shows a queue of unemployed 

white people outside Hackney Job Centre 

with a poster displayed on the window saying 
‘Blacks only’. 

To the left of the queue is a anes Spiv 
pushing a barrow and shouting ‘‘Suntan 
lamps, turbans, beads, bongo drums!”’ 

How ironic that such a grovellingly multi- 
racialist newspaper should ram home the truth 
— that to gain work in certian parts of this 
country one has to be an alien. In spite of the 
lies and vitriol against us from the media, the 
truth does occasionally surface. 

DEREK MERRY 
Portreath, Cornwall 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality. hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40 
(59p). A sensational novel about the destruction of 
the white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 
3/3. 5. 4Dp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p (13p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
refutes the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
' (Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 (59p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the ‘Holo- 
caust’ and completely dissects the myth. 2nd ed. 
1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discusses the failure of our debt-based 
financial system and describes its role in creating 
inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K. Chesterton) 
Hardback £3.00 (52p); Paperback (limited supply) 
£1.50 (46p). An exposure of the financial power 
that seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 255pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 30p 
(13p). A reply to the notorious NUT racemixing 
booklet, packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). Shows that racial 
integration is not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threaten- 
ing our future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas inet £2.00 
(18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look at modern world 
history. 1977, 45pp. 


THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.72p). This book has attracted world- 
wide attention dealing as it does with racial prob- 
lems in America and not simply the black-white 
situation. 2nd ed. 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to 
Race and reason, showing how the truth about the 
race issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 


Here is the latest list of our books. The figures in 
brackets represent packing and postage charges. All 
orders with cash please. Cheques should be made 
out to BNP Book Service. 


The sequel to the same author’s widely-acclaimed 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised ed. 1982, 113pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important new book on a major 
current educational scandal — the indoctrination of 
schoolchildren by pacifist and unilateralist edu- 
cationalists. This topical and factual study makes it 
plain that we are not simply confronted with odd 
teachers here and there abusing their positions but 
a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly-funded, co-ordinating the attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. . 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). 
An examination of some of the facts of recent 
history that have not found their way into text- 
books and newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred M. Lilien- 


thal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The second edition of a - 
sensational exposure of Zionist Se politics. ` 


1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (13p). Text of a memorandum to the Royal 
Commission on Criminal Procedure entitled Jnfil- 
tration of the Government by members of subvere 
sive or criminal organizations for the purpose of 


furthering the interests of those organizations. 


1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p). Updates the above giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted 
on Britain. 1984, 16pp. 


FDR. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN (Hamil- 
ton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roosevelt’s 
war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976» 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON: (Catléton Ban) £4.00 
(40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race 
issue that has been an invaluable contribution to 
the debate ever since it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 19.77), 125pp. 


_ STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 


(S9p). A study of some little known state docu- 
ments that throw much light on recent history. 


1975, 191pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H. M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the second world war, including 


information on previous upheavals. The author had 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


the honour of being imprisoned without trial for 
four years during the war despite his status as a 
member of Parliament. Originally published 1952, 


128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book 
outlining the author’s ideal of a new religion based 
on the right to survival of the white race. The 
author in presenting his ideas in this matter makes 


_ it plain who represents the threat to white survival. 


1973, 508pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ken Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same author’s 
Nature’s Eternal Religion in which he expounds his 
concept of creativity as the religion of the white 
race. 1981,451pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that Ben 
Klassen is strongly critical of the Christian religion 
and the many devout Christians we are glad to 
number among our customers will find much in 
these books with which to disagree. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any con- 
spiratorial view of world events, he still provides a 
comprehensive exposure of the organisation and 
influence of the Bilderberg Group and the Trilateral 
Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 (£1.33p). A best-seller in nationalist circles 
ever since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
felations since Biblical times, packed with little- 


‘known and long suppressed facts. 1979, S80pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holo- 
caust’ but other topics involved in the Jewish 
question including the exploitation of the ‘anti- 
Semite’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND’ OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p 
(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty 
of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element. of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. Hoar) 
£15.00 (£1.33p). One of the most serious and 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever 
published. From the time of the American Revo- 
lution to .the present, we are given names, dates ` 
and facts. The material originally appeared in the 
journal American Opinion. 1984, 361pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew Macdonald). 


£3.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight- 


back of the white man in America. A futuristic 
fantasy that might not be so fantastic after all. 
1980, 211pp. 


OTHER PU BLICITY MATERIAL 


BNP. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


Newly published document which gives an 
up-to-date brief resume ofthe main political objec- 
tives of the British National Party. 23p post-free 
from: PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


' B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the 
British National Party fought 54 seats in the 
General Election of 1983. Entitled Vote for Britain 
(23pp). 43p post-free from: PO Box 115, Hove, 
-E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 

4-page tabloid newspaper published monthly 
on behalf of the British National Party with up-to- 
date news and views on current events. Subscrip- 
tion for 12 issues £3.40. Bulk rates available on 
request. Sample copy 25p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Quarterly newssheet published on behalf of 
the Young Nationalists, youth section of the 
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British National purty: 4 pages. Sample copy 20p 
post-free from: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting monthly paper for American and 
other white race patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL REVIEW 


Magazine published by the League of St. 
George. Subscription for 6 issues £5 or US$12 over- 
seas surface mail. Sample copy 70p post-free from: 
9/11 Kensington High Street, London W8 SNP. 


POSTER 


Wall poster opposing unemployment attrac- 
tively printed in two colours by Liverpool British 
National Party. 8p each for quantities up to 49, 7p 
each for 50-99 and 6p for 100 or over. Sample 
copy 21p from Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liver- 
pool L69 8AJ. 


“LEAFLETS 


(1) FED UP WITH THE PARTY POLITROIANS? 


(4) 


Reprint of a popular old Nationalist leaflet, 
brought up-to-date. Deals with BNP policies 
on the main national issues. 


IF ONLY WE WERE BLACK ... Leaflet pro- 
duced by the Young Nationalists, the BNP 
youth division, and aimed primarily at Britain’s 
young people. Contrasts the way young Whites 
have been left on the scrapheap with the 
specially favoured treatment given to Britain’s 
coloured racial minorities. 


HAVE YOU BEEN THROWN ON THE 
SCRAPHEAP BY FOREIGN IMPORTS? This 
leaflet deals with unemployment and explains 
in simple terms how millions of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free- 
trade policies of successive governments. A 
brief, concise argument for economic nation- 
alism. 


VIOLENT CRIME IN BRITAIN — THE 
HORRIFYING TRUTH. Deals with muggings, 
rape and other violent attacks on defenceless 
people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent 
criminals by the law. 


(2) 


(3) 


(5) ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT SCOT- 
LAND’S FUTURE? Leaflet specifically pro- 
duced for distribution in.Scotland. Outlines 
BNP policy on main issues of interest to Scots. 


(6) BRADFORD’S FUTURE: PART OF YORK- 
SHIRE OR PART OF ASIA? Special leaflet 
for distribution in the racially troubled Brad- 
ford area 


These lec lets cost £4.50 per thousand, with 
postage costs at £2.10 per thousand; £2.65 for 
2,000 and £3.: 0 for 3,000. Orders with cash should 
be sent to: PO sox 446, London SE23 2LS. 


T-SHIRTS 


Attractively designed featuring a white man, 
woman and child with a Union Jack flag in the 
background and the words: “British National Party 
fights for race and nation against Communism.” 
Available at £4 plus 29p postage from Glasgow 
BNP, PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL. 


B.N.P. PENS 


Pens bearing the slogan: “British National 
Party — for race and nation” produced by Liver- 
pool BNP. Sample for 33p post-free from: PO Box 
72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. Discounts for quantities. 


BADGES 


British National Party badges available for 
£1.25 post-free from: PO Box 457, London 
SE2U 7QE. 


SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party 
shield carved in wood and containing two crossed 
Union Jacks with the words: “British National 
Party — for race and nation.” Ideal for your mantle- 
piece or wall. Available at £15 post-free from 
Plymouth BNP, 44 Patterdale Close, Estover, 
Plymouth, Devon. 


B.N P. DIARIES 


1985 diaries,alŝo produced by Liverpool BNP. 
Available at 50p each or 40p for 10 or over (post- 
free) from PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. 


B.N P. TIES 

Smart navy blue polyester necktie bearing the 
BNP roundel set over crossed Union Jacks and 
encircled by the party name and the slogan: “For 
race and nation.” Available at £4.60 post-free from: 
Norwich BNP, c/o A9 Johnson Place, Norwich, 
Norfolk NR2 2SA. 


CASSETTES 

RALLY ’82 

Speeches from the BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of: which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker; 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the Nation- 
alist Unity rally in London on Sepiember 5th 1981. 


_ Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bears- 


ford Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British Revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS I 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about 
the world-wide dispersal of the peoples of British 
stock); Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished); Side 2: Talk 
on “Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of the 

results of the Second World War). / 


Available at £3.50 each plus 1 8p postage from: 
BNP Recordings, PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex 
BN3 3SB. 


PUBLIC RALLY 
STOKE-ON-TRENT | 
Saturday, July 27th, 3 p.m. 


‘Location to be announced. BNP members keep in 
touch with your local Organiser for details 


Main speaker: JOHN TYNDALL 
Organised by the British National Party 


PUBLIC RALLY 
EAST LONDON 
Saturday, July 6th, 3 p.m. 


Rendezvous at corner of Old Street and Great 
Eastern Street (North side) 2.00 to 2.30 p.m. | 
Main speaker: JOHN TYNDALL 


Organised by the British National Party 


PROGRESS ON TYPESETTER FUND 


New Policy 
SA men! 


Our readers have done it again! We have had a truly mag- 
: nificent response to our appeal for funds to purchase a typesetting 
machine. In the first month of the appeal we have raised over £400. 
-This is a really great step forward, and we owe a big vote of thnks to 
-everyone who has contributed. If only we can keep up this rate it 
will not be long before the machine is ours for keeps. _ 


We have already begun to put this great new acquisition to use: 
these very words that you read here are being typeset by it. We 
have also set the whole of our ‘What we think’ feature on pages 2 
and 3 and all of our correspondence page on the same machine. 

_ Although we cannot yet use the machine at top speed, on account of 
the need to get accustomed to it, we are already making apprec- 
iable savings in costs — the time taken doing the work ourselves 
penne, well. worth the savings in reduced need for- professional 
-As was to be expectant the very generous response to this special 
fund appeal has rather reduced the amount of money coming in in 
response to our ordinary regular fund appeal, and as a result of this 
_ we have had to allocate a small part of the money raised for the 
typesetting machine to the general fund — otherwise we could not | 
keep going! However, this will only be a temporary measure. In 
time we will make bigger and bigger savings in running costs, as 
our expertise and speed in using the new machine increases. 
We hope that those readers who have not yet contributed to the 
typesetter fund will be able to do so in the next few weeks, so that 
very soon we. can pay back the loan we have raised to » buy the — 
7 machine. | | 
We draw our - readers attention ü the fact that ` we now have a 
_ new address. Please send your contribution to this address, which 
is: PO Box 115, Hove, E E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


The new — snmenrns 
policy, 
statement | 


r new aad improved Policy State- 
E ment has just been published by the 
_ British National Party. Entitled A new 
way forward, the statement gives an up- - | 
to-date resume of the party’s political 
aims. A new way forward costs 10p per — 
< - copy (plus 13p postage). Discount rates - 
for bulk will be provided on request. 
Cheques should be made out to the 
British National Party and orders sent to 
PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


-NEW ADDRESS 
Please note that Spearhead is now 


operating from a new address. The address is 
PO Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. — 
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FINE LEEDS RALLY 


è 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
hełd a highly successful rally in Leeds 
on Saturday, June 1st, which. was 
attended by about 160 people, mostly 
from the North of England but with 
small contingents coming from as far 
distant as Plymouth and Glasgow. 

The main thenıe of the rally was the 
recent football hooliganism that had 
resulted in 38 deaths in Brussels. One 
speaker after another underlined the 

fact that football violence is the pro- 
duct of a sick and decadent society in 
Britain, with no discipline and little 7 
national pride and self-respect. * 

Rousing speeches on this theme were 
made by Ian Sloan, David Bruce, Stan- 
ley Clayton-Garnett and John Tyndall, 
with David Owens also speaking from 
the chair. The’ collection raised was 

just over £140. 


The meeting ended in tremendous 
enthusiasm and anumber of new mem- 
bers have been recruited as a result. 

The rally took place in perfect order 


— after bans had been made on the 
party using council-owned premises on 
the ground that disorder would result. 
A similar ban had been made by the 
City Council on the party holding an 
open-air rally in Leeds. 

After the rally, which was held in 
privately-owned premises booked under 
an assumed name, the members present 
held a peaceful protest demonstration 
on the steps of the City Council offices. 
The local media had all been informed 
but, in view of the fact that no opposi- 
tion turned up and noviolence therefore . 

- resulted, they took little interest. Much 
less publicity therefore resulted from 
this activity than from others this year. 


Nevertheless, members of other Nation- 
alist parties attended the rally and sev- 
eral said afterwards how impressed they 
were, a number later joining the BNP. 
After the rally and demonstration 
members retired to the local party head- 
quarters in the city, where a short but 
‘enjoyable informal social was held. 


Top: John Tyndall speaks; Centre: a 

section of the audience; Below: stew- 

ards take the collection, using Union 
Flag 


with every position in The New Republic and even going 
beyond some. We shall be hearing more from this remark- 
able establishment pillar. 


LIONS — IN A RESPECTABLE CAUSE 
(Contd. from page 13) 


_ town to the Homage to E.B. White and Golda Meir Week This is a reproduction, retitled, of a semi-satirical feature 
being held at HARPS headquarters in the Mike Todd build- known as the ‘Cholly Bilderberger’ column, published in 
ing, and he was one of the hits of the afternoon, agreeing INSTAURATION, Box 76, Cape Canaveral, FI. 32920, U.S.A. 


e 
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STRETCHING CREDULITY TOO FAR 


The number-two national news 
story of recent weeks (second only 
to the massive coverage given to the 
high-decibel Jewish outcry against 
Ronald Reagan's visit to a German 
military cemetery) is the hunt for 
Dr. Josef Mengele, the “Auschwitz 
Doctor.” Day after day and week 
after week the newspapers and news- 
magazines carry reports of supposed 
sightings of the elusive Mengele in 
South America, interspersed with 
feature articles describing his mind- 
boggling record of alleged crimes in 
gruesome detail. 

Whenever it seems that the news 
media have reported everything 
there is to report about Mengele, ten 
times over, and may be about to 
turn their attention to other matters, 
another Mengele “sighting” is 
claimed, or the U.S. State Depart- 
ment issues another press release 
about diplomatic efforts to have him 
extradited from Paraguay, or ano- 
ther Sunday-supplement feature 
gives “eyewitness” accounts of even 
more horrendous Mengele atrocities 
than have been reported previously. 


FANTASY 


None — or almost none — of this 
amazing hoopla about Mengele is 
news, of course. That is, it’s not real 
news; it’s much more fantasy than 
fact. What’s amazing about it is that 
even the most obvious inventions 
are reported matter-of-factly and 
without a trace of scepticism, so 
long as they serve to further blacken 
Mengele’s name and magnify his 
standing as a monster of iniquity. 

The more-or-less sober Washing- 
ton Post, for example, reported 
without blinking an eye that Men- 


gele “routinely tossed babies into. 


ovens alive” and “ordered pregnant 
women onto their backs, then 
stomped them until they aborted.” ! 
Mostly he sent.Jews to the gas 
chamber (400,000 of them, accord- 
ing to the Washington Post; as 
many as 700,000, according to some 
Jewish writers), but sometimes he 
sent the gas to the Jews instead by 
piping it into their barracks at 


! “On the Trail of Mengele,” Washing- 
ton Post, page C8 (March 8, 1985). 


This is a reproduction, slightly 
abridged, of an article first appearing in 
NATIONAL VANGUARD, Box 
2264, Arlington, Va. 22202, U.S.A. 


The. man thought to be Mengele, pic- 
tured in later years 


Auschwitz and wiping them out in 
droves. When he wasn’t busy doing 
that, claimed the same newspaper, 
he spent his. time castrating Jews, 
shooting them in the knees (fol- 
lowed by a bullet into the brain as a 
coup de grace), or killing them 
painfully by injecting dye into their 
eyes. 

By the 'time this issue of 
NATIONAL VANGUARD is 
printed, some other major news- 
paper almost certainly will have 
published an even more imaginative 
and shocking story about Mengele. 

Actually, a few facts about 
Mengele are known, and sometimes 
they are even printed in American 
newspapers, along with the fantasy. 
He was born in 1911 to a wealthy 
Bavarian Catholic family of indus- 
trialists (farm machinery). He 
studied anthropology and zoology 
at German universities and gradu- 
ated from medical school in 1938. 
For nearly four years during the 
Second World War he served as the 
chief physician in the labor camp at 
Auschwitz, Poland, where the Ger- 
mans used prisoners, many of them 
Jews, as factory workers to manu- 
facture synthetic rubber and indus- 
trial chemicals. 


A look into the workings of the Mengele industry 


Dr. Josef Mengele very likely 
made life-or-death decisions for 
some of the Jewish internees at 
Auschwitz, and he may have 
conducted medical experiments on 
some of them. One thing he 
certainly did not do was toss live 


babies into ovens. Nor did he stomp 


on pregnant women until they 
aborted. German physicians, whe- 
ther serving in labor camps or in 
private practice, did not do such 
things — ever. 


UNBELIEVABLE 


Only Jewish minds could have 
invented the atrocities attributed to 
Mengele. And only a Gentile public 
so conditioned by Jewish lies that it 
has lost all sense of discrimination 
could believe them. Just imagine: 
the highly educated scion of one of 
Germany's best families, a profes- 
sional entrusted with serious medi- 
cal and administrative responsibili- 
ties by the German government, 
amusing himself by tossing live 
Jewish babies into ovens and 
stomping on the bellies of pregnant 
Jewesses, presumably while other 
German physicians, German nurses, 
and German orderlies watched! 
Routinely! For four years! Is that 
really credible? 

Any adult American with a 
reasonable degree of sophistication 
and the capacity for independent 
thought knows that it is not. Yet, 
how few raise their voices against 
the Jewish liars! Sanctimonious 
frauds like Elie Wiesel and Simon 
Wiesenthal appear before television 
audiences of millions of people to 
make utterly absurd claims about 
the “Holocaust,” and almost no one 


' has the gumption or the courage to 


challenge their lies, or even to laugh 
at them. 

Certainly, the politicians and the 
newspaper scribblers — all of them 
without exception — accept every 
Jewish tale of persecution, no matter- 
how farfetched, at face value. For 
them to question any Jewish claim 
about the “Holocaust” is unthink- 
able. If America’s political, reli- 
gious, and cultural leaders had even 
a modicum of backbone or honesty, 
creatures like Wiesel and Wiesenthal 
would be out of business in a hurry. 
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Retused jobs | 
because 


they were 


WHITE 


Anthony Hughes Dean Ellis 


TWO YOUNGSTERS on the dole were recently turned 
down for jobs by a left-wing council because they are white! 

The two lads, Anthony Hughes (20)) and Dean Ellis (16), 
applied for jobs as apprentice gardners with Hackney 
Borough Council. Their application forms asked them to 
state their colour. When the council replied turning them 
down the letter to Dean said: ‘‘ You cannot be considered for 
these posts as sy Se are open only to black and ethnic minority 
people.” 

It now looks as if this reverse discrimination is fairly 
standard practice by many of Britain’s Labour councils. Of 
course there is no question of the council in question being 
prosecuted under the Race Relations Act! 


BLACK MUGGER NEARLY KILLS THREE-YEAR-OLD 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE — | 

E. SUSSEX. BN3 3SB 
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A BLACK MUGGER grabbed a three-year- 
old toddler by her hair and hurled her inches 
from death. | 

It happened when the mugger robbed the 
child’s mother Tracy Kirkham in 
Birmingham recently. The child, Sarah Kirk- 
ham, lay screaming on the edge of a 30ft 
parapet above a main road as the robber 
kicked her mother 3 times in the stomach 
before fleeing with her handbag, containing 
70p. 
Said the mother afterwards: ‘‘He called 
me a white bitch as he threw Sarah to the 
edge.’’ Police said the attack was a despicable 
and cowardly one. 


Tracy Kirkham and her three-year-old 
daughter Sarah (left) 


Our. magazine, though it believes in- racial 
| differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
‘oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 
ticians who promote it, not the mide Molde, 
who are merely its victims. a 
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